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by this amendment of the House, we propose to 
require, before we pay them what is due under 
the treaty of 1846, that they shall release all claims, 
not only in favor of the nation, but in favor of in- 
dividuals under all other treaties. ‘ 

The amendment which I propose is to exclude 
the claims of individuals for claims they may have 
under the treaties of 1818 and 1819. The propo- 
sition is as plain as it can be. 

Mr. BORLAND. I hope the amendment of 
my colleague will be adopted, not alone for the 
reasons which he has given as applicable to this 
particular case, but upon the general principle that 
Congress has not the power, in my opinion—cer- 
tainly I think it ought not to exercise it if it has— 
io adopt ina bill any provision of law which will 
exclude a tribe of Indians or individuals from 
coming forward, and, if they have a valid claim 
against the United States, establishing it, and get- 
ting paid that which may be due to them. Ido not 
believe that Congress can pass any such provision 
that will have any force or effect whatever. We 
cannot bind individuals not to come forward, nor 
can we bind a future Congress not to allow any 
such claim. For these reasons, apart from those 
given by my colleague, | think his amendment 
should be adopted. 

Mr. EWING. I understand that the amend- 
ment of the House does not apply to private 
claims. That being the case, I can see no ob- 
jection to it, and thereby leave private claims as 
they were. I see no difficulty that will arise from 
it, or flagrant injustice. 

The amendment to the amendment of the House 
was not agreed to. 





EBRUARY 24, 1851. 


The motion to take up the bill was agreed to, 


and the Senate proceeded to consider it as in Com- 


mittee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT. This bill was reported 
upon adversely by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. TURNEY. I move to amend the bill by 
striking out the second section, as follows: 

Sec. 2. 4nd be it further 
proved to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
on Or before the expiration of the four years for which the 


credit aforesaid shall have been given, that the railroad iron 
so imported, by or for the use of the said East. Tennessee 


and permanently laid on said railroad, then, and in that 
case, the said Secretary shall cancel the said bond for the 


enacted, That should it be | 
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modification in these laws. But I hope that while 
Congress refuses to do what the state of these in- 
terests so imperatively requires, they will hesitate 
long before they increase the difficulties which are 
complained of, by extending the credit upon iron 
received to be used in the construction of railroads 
anywhere. If Congress should have found it 
convenient, or deemed it proper to take up and 
revise the revenue system, it is probable that some 
system could have been agreed upon by which the 


|| railroads now in course of construction, or which 
and Georgia Railroad Company, shall have been actually | 


| duties aforesaid ; and thereatter the said company shall be | 


The amendment of the House was then con- 


curred in. 
DUTY ON RAILRGAD IRON. 


Mr. TURNEY. I would ask the Senate to take | amended, and the amendments which had been 


up the bill for the relief of the East Tennessee and 
Georgia Railroad Company. It is perhaps the 
last request I shall make of them to take up any 
bill. te is a bill granting four years’ indulgence to 
thecompany, as to when they shall pay the duty 
on railroad iron. It contains another section, that 


when the railroad iron shall be laid down the bond | 


shall be cancelled. But I shall move to strike out 
that section, so as to leave the bill merely to grant 
the privilege of not paying the duties on their iron 
for four years. And I shall also move to add a 
proviso authorizing the Postmaster General to 


contract with the company for the transportation | 


of the mails, and to let them pay for the duties on 
their iron in that way. I dak the Senate to take 
up the bill. I think at will occupy but a very few 
moments. 

Mr. RUSK. If I thought this bill would not 
draw after it a debate, I should have no objection 
to it, for I shall vote for the bill; but I feel it to be 
my duty to oppose the motion for reasons which 
it is scarcely necessary for me to mention. We 
have been for three days engaged on the post of- 


fice bill, and we have not yet disposed of it, and | 


by taking up and laying down bills we shall effect 
nothing. 

Mr. TURNEY. I have not consumed any 
portion of the time of the Senate during the pres- 
ent session in asking leave to take up a bill local 
in its character. This is the first application of 
the kind that I have made, and the last, perhaps, 
I shall make. I assure the Senate that in my 
judgment the passage of the bill ought not to con- 
sume as much time as the Senator and myself have 
a in discussing the propriety of taking it 
up. Many of the other States have had alternate 
Sections of the public lands granted to them to 
enable them to construct railroads. Tennessee has 
received no such advantage. No public lands have 
been ranted to that State. The proposition con- 
tamed in the bill is merely to allow a railroad 
company in Tennessee four years’ indulgence in 


enable the company to pay those duties by the 
transportation of the mail. 


bill should give rise to much debate, to consent to 
its postponement. 


40 


ne paying of duties on railroad iron, and to | 
e 


entitled to a drawback of the duties paid upon any railroad 
iron imported for the use thereof, upon the production by 
the said company to the Secretary of the Treasury of satis 
factory proof that such iron has been actually used upon the 
said railroad: Provided, That the East Tennessee and 


are contemplated in various parts of the Union, 
should have facilities accorded to them. But 
while the tron interests of this country are crushed 
and prostrated, it is rather too much to ask that 
while aid on the part of the Government is refused 
to them to compete with other countries in the 


| manufacture of this article, companies who use 


Georgia Railroad Company shall enter into an agreement | 


and obligation to transport upon the said railroad, at all | 


times, free of charge, all troops in the service of the United 
States, together with their baggage and equipage, and all 
munitions of war belonging to the Uuited States. 


I then propose to add the following proviso to 
the first section, which I think will obviate the ob- 
jections to the bill: 


And provided, further, That the Postmaster General be 
and he hereby is authorized to contract with the said Bast 
Tennessee and Georgia Railroad Company for the transport 
ation of the mail upon the said railroad, when completed, 
at such rate of compensation as may have been fixed by 
law, and that credit for the amount of such coimpensation, 
as it may become due, shall be allowed upon the bond or 
bonds so to be given, until the whole aimountthereof shall 
have been discharged, without reference to the time limited 
for the payment of the same; and should such contract not 
be fulfilled by the said company, or from any other suffi 
cient cause cease, then any balance that may be due by the 


the article shall be relieved from paying the duties 
required by existing laws, or have long credit ex- 
tended to them for the payment of those duties. 
I think it is teo much to ask; and I hope the Sen- 
ate will reflect before it passes a bill containing a 
provision like this. 

Mr. BELL. I wish to say to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania that I think he would not object to 


| this bill, if he understood the difficulties under 


| purchase. 


said company on any such bond or bonds, shall be payable | 


within six months from demand by proper authority. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was then reported to the Senate, as 


|| the consideration of the Senate. 


made in Committee of the Whole were concurred | 
| in. 


Mr. HUNTER. 
the bill came from the Committee on Finance 
with the recommendation that it do not pass. 

The PRESIDENT. TheChair has stated that 
there was an adverse report in the case. 


Mr. TURNEY. The adverse report, I pre- 


| sume, was based on the second section of the bill, | 
| which has now been stricken out, which section 


| provided that, upon the iron being laid down on 


the road, the bonds should be cancelled even with- 
out the payment of the money. That section has 
now been stricken out, and the only effect of the 


I would simply remark that || 


| bill, as it has been amended, is, that it will allow | 


t 


|| transportation of the mail. 


the company four years within which to pay the 


duties on iron, and to pay those duties by the | 


I presume the Com- 
mittee on Finance would not report unfavorably 
to a bill of that description. It has been the con- 


| stant practice of Congress to pass bills more fav- 
| orable to these companies than this bill now is. 


Mr. PEARCE. I do not think it has been the 
constant practice of Congress to pass such bills. 


| A few bills of this character may have been passed 
| within the last few years. 


j And the Senator must 
perceive that, if we pass this bill, we will be mun- 


| dated with applications of a similar sort from a 
If we should grant them it || 


great many railroads. 


would be a very great detriment to the revenue, | 


We know immense amounts of iron are yearly 
imported for railroads which pay considerable 
duty, and if the time for the payment of the du- 
ties be extended, the revenue would suffer some 
considerable inconvenience. I think we had bet- 
ter ailhere to the old practice. 

Mr. COOPER. Ido not like to object to the 
passage of a private bill, or a bill in which any 
gentleman is peculiarly interested, but I neverthe- 
less feel constrained to object to this bill. It is 
known very well that at this time the great staple 
interest of Pennsylvania and of other States is 
suffering from the want of a change in the existing 
revenue laws, Congress has not seen fit to accord 


sented in this body and in the other house of Con- 
gress, the prayer of the petitioners to make any 


l 


which the company who are to construct this 
road labor. This road goes through a country 
where there is but very little surplus capital. ‘The 
company made a contract for the whole of the 
iron necessary for the road; they have drawn only 
about one half to this country, and paid the duties. 
They have given bonds for the remainder of the 
Now, whenever the Senator from 
Maryland, or the Senator from Pennsylvania finds 


| railroads similarly situated with this, then I think 


this will be a precedent which may be very rea- 
sonably urged, and one that would be entitled to 
But this is not 
like any case which has arisen, or which is likely 
to arise. It is a railroad of great importance, 
connecting the southern with the northern lines of 
communication by railroad. This road will con- 
tinue the Virginia works of improvement. As I 


| said before, about one half of the iron which has 


been contracted for, has been brought over, and 
the duties paid for it; but the company have not 
sufficient means to pay the duties of the remainder, 
which has not been imported. I think the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania cannot resist such a case. 

Mr. COOPER. I feel bound, notwithstanding 
the appeal made by the Senator from ‘Tennessee, 
to resist, as far as itis in my power, the passage 
of this bill. Sir, the company—lI have no doubt 
a rich and powerful company—whose interests 
would be promoted by these provisions, can 
endure the hardship of which the Senator com- 
plains much better than the laborers of Pennsyl- 
vania can endure the hardships which they are 
enduring from day to day, and from year to year, 
under the present revenue laws of the country. 
If the Senator was aware of the prostration of 
that interest in Pennsylvania, which ts one of the 
greatest interests, and affects incidentally all other 
interests, he would not complain of the compara- 
tively little hardships which this company has to 
endure. 

Sir, more than one-half of the furnaces which 
were in blast in Pennsylvania in 1848 have now 
ceased operations altogether, and the quantity of 
iron manufactured has been reduced in a still 
larger proportion. A great number of the hands 


| then employed are now idle; they can find nothing 
| to do, nothing wherewith to support themselves. 


Sut this company, rich, I have no doubt, in re- 
sources, can find the means to pay the amount of 
duties. There are banks, money is plenty, and 
they can resort to a loan in order to pay the duties. 
But surely, in the prostrate condition of this great 
interest—great in many of the States and import- 
ant in most of them—nothing ought to be done to 
increase foreign facilities, to overwhelm us with 


| the ‘gene of a labor less than half paid, and 
I am willing, if the || to the numerous petitions which have es I] 


which results almost in the starvation of those 
employed. I trust that this body and the other 
house of Congress will hesitate long before they 
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i 
increase the difficulties which now exist, owing to |} 
the facility which the law allows to overflow this |) 
country with foreign products, especially when | 
we have the means among ourselves, excluding 
labor which we have not so cheap, to supply the 
country and furnish a market which foreign coun- 
tries do not afford to our agricultural products. 

Mr. DAWSON. I regret that my friend from 
Pennsylvania should bring in the tariff question 
upon a proposition of this kind. It is rather an 
unpleasant mode of discussing this question, to 
produce unkind feelings in any section of the coun- | 
try towards the manufacturing interests. Now, 
what is this proposition? Merely to extend the 
time of paying the duties upon railroad iron 
imported into this country, and imported for 
whom? Not for a moneyed aristocracy, as the 
gentleman supposes; not for capitalists, but for 
the benefit of portions of the States of Georgia 
and Tennessee, through a mountain rezion where 
there is little wealth, and where this internal im- 
provement will be consummated by the industry 
of the men themselves who have taken the stock | 
in the road, This road will open a channel! di- 
rectly up to the Senator’s State, by which his iron 
can be sent down cheaply, and I hope so cheaply 
as to supersede the necessity of foreign importa- 
tion. Why, if we asked to be relieved from the 
payment of duties his argument might be rood, 
for that would constitute free trade; it would per- 
mit an article to be brought in from a foreign 
country without taxation. But that is not the 
It is simply asking a little delay, to 
relieve these stockholders, are planters in 
that section of the country, from paying down the 
money, when all the money they now have its to 





propo ition. 


Who 


be expended in the construction of the road and 
the purchase of iron. 

I think there is not a Senator from any of the 
western States, to which we have civen so much 
public lands to build railroads, who will oppose 
this proposition, One of the States asks you to 
give them nothing, but only asks you to give her 
a little indulgence. It is one of the most just 
It is asking nothing from the Gov- 
ernment but an extension of time. ‘The Govern- 
ment will not lose a dollar. The whole of the | 
duties will finally come into the Treasury; and I | 
submit to the Senator whether it will aid Penn- | 
sylvania ivon or those forges and furnaces which 
have been stopped to prevent the granting of this 
indulgence? Will it eperate beneficially to the 
manufacturing interests? On the contrary, the 
agricultural interests which are so deeply connect- 
ed with these improvements through the western 
mountains of ‘Tennessee, will feel it an unkindness 
on the part of the manufacturing interests, and it 
will create a feeling among the planting interests 
of this country unkind to the manufacturing inter- 
ests; for this argument proceeds on the poltey that 
misery delights in having companions, and that 
because the manufacturing interest is oppressed 
you will oppress the agricultural interest. I know 
the Senator does not intend this, but that would 
be the practical result of this denial of justice and 
indulgence to that section of the country. 

The object is to harmonize all the interests of 
this country and to do justice to all. I do trust 
that this opposition w ill be withdrawn, and that 
this indulgence will be granted, and that Georgia 
and ‘Tennessee may run their railroads up into 
Virginia and Pennsylvania, so that we may get 
railroad iron and other iron from the State of 
Pennsylvania cheaper than we now vet it, not by 
diminishing prices at the furnaces there, but by 
diminishing the cost of transportation. It will 
increaxe the consumption of Pennsylvania iron, 
and perhaps put fire again into forges and fur- 
naces. The better plan will be to unite and har- 
monize together for those interests if you expect 
us to protect yours, 

Mr. PEARCE, It seems to me to be wrong 
in principle to allow a relaxation of the general 
system of revenue laws in favor of one corpora- 
tion or association and deny it to similar corpora- 
tions and associations. The State of Maryland 
has a railroad which runs among the mountains, 
and which would be quite as worthy of this re- 
laxation as the railroad in favor of which it is 
now proposed to be made. I am opposed to all 
such extraordinary liberality on the part of the 
Government. I think it is not our duty to be ex- 
traordinarily liberal. If you make an exception 
in favor of this road it is partial; and if it is par- 


propositions; 








tial it is unjust. Yourlaws should be equal while 
they are liberal; they should apply to one as well 
as to another; and, therefore, if you change the | 
revenue law in regard to one company, or one in- 
ternal improvement, I do not see how you can | 
avoid disregarding the general rules which every 
Senator, I suppose, deems it his duty to observe, 
to extend this relation toa single company. I wish 
to test the sense of the Senate on the propriety of | 
yartial legislation, which I think is always unjust 
leetatalion, J therefore move to amend the first 
section of the bill by striking out the words “ of 
the East Tennessee and Georgia Railroad Com- | 
pany, in the construction of their road,’’ and in- 
serting— 


*¢ For the use of any railroad in the United States, and 
which shall be intended to be employed in the construction 
of any such road.”’ 

That will give equal justice to all similar roads | 
in the United States. 

The section, if thus amended, will read as fol- 
lows: 


“* That the Secretary of the Treasury be and he is hereby | 
authorized and directed to allow a credit of four years for | 
the amount of duty which may accrue upon the importation 
of railroad iron for the use of any railroad in the United 
States, and which shall be intended to be employed in the 
construction of any such read: Provided, That the said | 
company shall give bond, with approved security, to be ap 
proved by the judge of the United States for the district of | 
Kast Tennessee, or by the collector of the port into which 
euch railroad iron may be imported, for the payment of sueh | 
amount of duty.” | 

Mr. CLAY. I think this measure has come | 
rather irregularly before us, and that we are not 
acting upon it with the caution which oucht to be | 
observed on a matter so important to the public 
revenue. Whatis the state of the The 
bill is presented; it is referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and that committee reports adversely to 
the bill, and recommends that it be rejected. 
bill is then laid on the table, and an honorable Sen- | 
ator from Tennessee gets up ths morning and 
moves to take up the bill. The bill is taken up, | 
and that Senator offers an amendment, by which | 
he supposes all objections to the bill will be obvi- 
ated. 


case? 


land, should both pass under the scrutiny and re- 
view of the Committee on Finance. After they 
have deliberately considered the subject and recom- 
mended us to reject the bill, I do not think we | 
should take it up, upon the spur of the occasion, | 
and make amendments without seeing the conse- 
quences that will result from it, 


It strikes me that the principle is of extremely | 


doubtful propriety. And whatis it? Itis to give 
a credit of four years upon duties which are prop- 
erly payable upon large importations of iron for 
railroads, and the reimbursement of those duties is 


to take place by four different installments, without | 


The Government advances the whole 
amount and takes it back in four annual install- 
ments, without the payment of interest. The 
honorable Senator from Georgia spoke of the lib- 
erality indulged in towards other States in respect 
to our public lands. But here the Treasury is to 
be invaded; wé are not satisfied with distributing 
with lavish hand the public lands, but weare called 
upon in fact to distribute the public revenue; or, 
in other words, to divert it from its proper course, 
and keep it in abeyance for the term of four years, 
at least that portion of it raised on railroad iron. 
Taking this view of the subject, it strikes me that 
the proper course is to recommit the bill, in order 
that the Committee on Finance may examine into 
the effect of the bill, as proposed to be amended 


interest. 


| 
The || 
| 


Now, I think this amendment, and the || 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Mary- || 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





_—_—— -- ——— 








bill. It is a simple quéstion whether this Bevin 


ment, for the purpose of encouraging these jr- 
provements, will give a credit of four years in re. 


ation to the payment of the duty on iron, 


For 


one, I stand prepared to vote to make all railroad 


i 


ron free of duty. 1 am prepared to go thus far 


in encouraging this internal improvement, and ] 


£ 
= 


} 
i 
I 


_ do not think the Government would be strainins a 


rreat deal to make railroad iron free of duty, (Ax 
me been said, in other States you lavish the pub- 
ié lands, and dispose of them freely to construct 


roads, and in so doing you have disposed of the 


revenues from the public domain. 


But in this in. 


stance, only four years’ indulgence is asked within 
which to pay the duty on this iron. Hf this is ay 
unreasonable request, it must be in consequence 
of the State from which it emanates; for 1 believe 
a similar request has not be denied to any State 
heretofore. 


will act upon it and pass it at once. 


I hope the Senate will not recommit the bill, but 
It has been 


said by the Senator from Pennsylvania that this is 


a wealthy company. 


The remark only shows 


that he is wholly unacquainted with the company, 





by the Senator from Tennessee and the Senator 
from Maryland; the effect of the bill upon the pub- 
lic revenue, and the effect of the precedent it is pro- 
posed to establish, by which there is to be a re- 
vival of the system of credits in relation to the 
revenue of the country. 

I move to recommit the bill to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. TURNEY. I hope the bill will not be re- 
committed, I can conceive of no earthly reason 
why it should be recommitted. It involves but a 
single principle, which has never been refused to 
my knowledge in any case heretofore. The books 
are full of such precedents. If the bill be rejected, 
it will be the first instance, as far as my informa- 
tion goes, where a bill of this description was ever 
rejected. Then why recommit it? It is said that 
this is to divert money in the Treasury from its 

| legitimate purpose. I do not so understand the 


He said they might borrow the money. Why, 


they have horrowed the money to purchase the 
iron, and now they ask the Government, in order 


to enable them to complete this internal improve. 
ment, to indulge them by extending the time for 
the payment of the duties to four years. This is 
made a great and monstrous objection. The great 
iron interest has been brought in against it. | 
hope the bill will not be recommitted, but will be 
acted upon and passed, as there is nothing unjust 
or wmreasonable in it. 

Mr. RUSK. I would have no objection to vote 
for this bill, but Iam sure if we sit here all day 
and discuss it, we will not come to a direct vote 
upon it. T have no unfriendly feeling towards the 
object of this bill, for | am in favor of it. I think, 
however, it will consume the whole day, and wil! 
consume more time than we have to ro in the 
discussion of questions which will be breught up 
during the course of debate. I know, besides, 
that there are one or twoamendments to be offered 
to provide for objects of a similar character. 

Mr. BADGER. I have one. 

Mr. HALE. And I have another. 

Mr. RUSK. For the purpose of enabling us to 
act on the Post Office bill, which was under con- 


| sideration yesterday, [ move that this bill be laid 


on the table. 
Mr. DAYTON. 
on the motion. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and being taken 
resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bradbury, Bright, Cass, Chase, Clay, 
Cooper, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dickinson, Dodge 


I ask for the yeas and nays 


| of Wisconsin, Downs, Ewing, Felch, Gwin, Hale, Hunter, 


Jones, Mason, Miller, Norris, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Smith, 
Spruance, Sturgeon, Underwood, Upham, and Wales—29. 
NAYS—Meessrs. Atchison, Badger,Bell, Benton, Berrien, 
Borland, Clarke, Clemens, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, 
Douglas, Houston, Morton, Rhett, Sebastian, Seward, 
Shields, Soule, 'l'urney, Walker, and Yulee—2l. 


So the bill was ordered to lie on the table. 


REDUCTION OF POSTAGE. 


The Senate again resumed the consideration of 
the bill to reduce and modify the rates of postage, 


| and to provide for the coinage of three cent pieces, 


to which several amendments were offered, upon 
which a debate ensued which will be published 


|in the Appendix. Without disposing of the bill 
| the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, February 21, 1851. 

The House met at eleven o’clock. The Journal 
of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. LEVIN, by unanimous consent, from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, to which was re- 
| ferred the memorial of E. K. Collins and his 
associates, contractors for carrying the United 
States mail between New York and Liverpool, 
made a ‘report; which was laid on the table and 
ordered to be printed. 





On motion by Mr. FITCH, by unanimous con- 
sent, it was ordered that leave be granted for the 
withdrawal from the files of the House two pett- 
tions of citizens of Indiana, for a mail route from 
Lafayette to Niles, for the purpose of reference 





the proper Department. 
Mr. ASHMUN said: I ask the attention of 
the House for a single moment. Gentlemen will 


ao on a ane an Gao &. Oe de 





————— 


1851. ° 
remember, that heretofore there has been provis- | 
jon made for the distribution of the first eight | 
volumes of the Statutesat Large. The ninth vol- | 
ume is now ready—a specimen of which I have 
inmy hand. {am instructed by the Judiciary 
Committee to offer a resolution providing for the 
distribution of this ninth volume in the same man- 
ner in which the other eight volumes have been 
distributed. , : 

Mr. JONES. I think if the gentleman from 
Massachusetts will refer to a resolution which was 
passed the 28th of September last, he will find that | 
provision has been made for the printing of that 
ninth volume, as well as the general index. 

Mr. ASHMUN. f ask for the reading of the 
resolution at least. This will do no harm. 

Mr. JONES objected to the reading of the reso- | 
jution. 


GEORGE THOMPSON. 
Mr. GIDDINGS asked the unanimous censent 
of the House to introduce the following resolution: 
Resoleed, That the President be requested to inform this 
House, if consistent with the public interest, whether a sub- 
ject of the British Crown, bing also a member of the Brit- 
sh Parliament, has been recently assaulted in Springfield, 
Massachusetts, and his personal security endangered by cit- 
izens of that State,in violation of our treaty stipulations 
with the Government of Great Britain. 


Mr. DANIEL objected. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said that he would seek the 
first opportunity to renew his effert to introduce 
the resolution. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 

Mr. DANIEL said: When we were last upon 
the private calendar there were quite « number of | 
bills reported to the House, most of which, I be- 
lieve, have not been acted upon. Lam exceedingly | 
desirous that those bills should be acted upon by 
the House, in order that they may be sent to the 
Senate. Some of them, I think, are very merito- 
rious claims. Ido not propose that we shall go 
into Committee of the Whole, for at this stage of | 
our business I am aware that such a motion would 
be entirely useless. I propose no such thing. I 
only move that these bills, which have been acted 
favorably upon in Committee of the Whole and 
reported to the House, may be taken up and put | 
upon their passage. 

AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, by unanimous 
consent, introduced the following resolution: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, (two | 
thirds of both Houses conecurring,) That the following 
amendments te the Constitation of the United States be 
proposed to the Legislatures of the several States, which, 
when ratified by the Legislatures of three-fourths of the 
States, shail be valid, to ali intents and purposes, as a part 
of the Constitution: 

That hereatter the President and Vice President of the 
United States shall be chosen by the people of the respect- 
ive States in the manner following: Each State shall be 
divided by the Legislature thereof into districts, equal in | 
number to the whole number of Senators and Representa 
tives to which such State inay be entitled in the Congress of 
the United States; the said districts to be composed of con- 
ltiguous territories, and to contain, as nearly as may be, an 
equal number of persons entitied to be represented under the 
Constitution, and to be laid off, for the first time, immedi- 
ately after the ratification of this amendment, and after 
wards at the session of the Legislature next ensuing the 
apportionment of Representatives by the Congress of the 
United States. That on the first Thursday in August, in 
the year 1856, and on the same day every fourth year there- 
after, the citizens of each State, who possess the qualifica- 
tions requisite for electors of the most numerous branch of 
the State Legislatures, shall meet within their respective 
districts, and vote for a President and Vice President of the 
United States, one of whom at least shall not be an inhab- 
itant of the same State with themselves; and the person re- 
ceiving the greatest number of votes for President, and the 
one receiving the greatest number of votes for Vice President, 
in each district, shall be holden to have received one vote; 
which fact shall be immediately certified by the Governor 
of the State to each of the Senators in Congress from such 
State, and to the President of the Senate and the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives. The Congress of the 
United States shall be in session on the second Monday in 
October, in the year 1856, and on the same day on every 
fourth year thereafter; and the President of the Senate, in 
the presence of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
shall open all the certificates, and the votes shall then be | 
counted. The person having the greatest number of votes 
for President shall be President, if such number be equal to 
& majority of the whole number of votes given, but if no 
person have such majority, then a second election shall be 
held on the first Thursday in the month of December then 
next ensuing, between the persons having the two highest 
bumbers for the office of President; which second election 
shall be conducted, the result certified, and the votes counted 
in the same manner as in the first; and the person having 
the greatest number of votes for President shall be Presi- 
dent. butif two or more persons shall have received the 


greatest and an equal number of votes at the second elec- 
Gon, then the person who shall have received the greatest 
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aumber of votes in the greatest number of States shall be 
President. The person having the createst number of votes 
for Vice President, at the first election, shall be Vice Presi- 
dent, if such number be equal to a majority of the whole 
number of votes given; and if no person have such maiori- 
ty, then a second election shall take place, between the 
persons having the two highest numbers, on the same day 
that the second election is held for President, and the per 
son having the highest number of votes for Vice President 
shalt be Viee President. But if there should happen to be 
an equality of votes between the persons so voted for at the 
second election, then the person having the greatest number 
of votes in the greatest number of States shall be Vice 
President. But when a second election shall be necessary 
in the case of Vice and not in the case of President then 
the Senate shall choose a Vice President from the persons 
having the two highest numbers in the first election, as is 
now prescribed in the Constitution. 

Resolved, That article 1, section 3, be amended by stri 
king out the word “ Legislature,’ and inserting in lieu 
thereof the following words, viz.: “* persons qualified to vote 
for members of the tnost numerous branch of the Legisia 
ture 3°" so as to make the third section of said article, when 
ratified by three-fourths of the States, read as follow 

ARTICLE T. 

Section 3. The Senate of the United States shall be 
composed of two Senators from each State, chosen by the 
persons qualified to vote for members of the most numerous 
brinch of the Legislature thereof, for six years; and each 
Senator shat! have®one vote. 

Resolved, That article 3, section 1, be amended by stri 
king out the words * good behavior,’’ and inserting the fol 
lowing words, viz: “the term of twelve years ;°? and fur 


| ther, that said article and section be amended by adding the 


following thereto: “ And it shall be the duty of the Presi 

dent of the United States, within twelve months after the 
ratification of this amendment by three fourths of all the 
States, provided by the Constitution of the United 
States, to divide the whole number of judges as near as may 
be practicable into three classes. Th seats of the judges of 
the first class shall be vacated at the expiration of the fourth 
year from such classification, of the second class at the ex 

piration of the eighth vear, and of the third class at the 
expiration of the twelfth year, so that one third may be 
chosen every fourth year thereafter.” 

The article, as amended, will read as follows: 

ARTICLE IU. 

Secrion lL. The judicial power of the United States shall 
be vested in one Supreme Court, and in such inferior courts 
as the Congress from time to time may ordain and establish 
The judges, both of the Supreme and inferior courts, shall 
hold their offices during the term of twelve years, and 
shall at stated times receive for their services a compensa 
tion which shall not be diminished during their cSntinuance 
in office. And it shall be the duty of the President of the 
United States, within twelve months after the ratification 
of this amendment by three fourths of all the States, as 
provided by the Constitution ef the United States, to divid 
the whole numberof judges, as near as may be practicable, 
into three classes. The seats of the judges of the first class 
shall be vacated at the expiration of the fourth year from 
such classification, of the second class at the expiration of 
the eighth vear, and of the third ctass at the expiration of 
the twelfth year, so that one third may be chosen every 
fourth year thereafter. 

Mr. JOUNSON remarked, that the proposition 
proposing to change the mode of electing the 
President of the United States, had been intro- 
duced many years ago by a distinguished Senator 
now in the other end of the Capitol, and had re- 
ceived the sanction of Nathaniel Macon, of North 
Carolina, and many others of that class of men. 

The resolution was rend a first and second time 
by its title, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 


as 


PRIVATE BILLS. 

Mr. OLDS asked the unanimous consent of the 
House to move to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole from the further consideration of the bill 
for the relief of the legal representatives of John 
H. Piatt, deceased. 

Mr. DANIEL objected, and insisted on the 
rezular order of business. 

Whereupon the House proceeded to consider 
private bills on the Speaker’s table. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Colone! John H. Stone, coming up in order on 
the question of its engrossment, was, 

On the motion of Mr. DANIEL, postponed till 
Friday next. 

The bill for the relief of A. Baudouin and A. D. 


engrossed, was read the third time and passed, 

The bill for the relief of Daniel Steenrod, which 
| had been amended in Committee of the Whole, 
| and reported to the House, with a recommenda- 
tion that it do not pass, 

The SPEAKER said the pending question was 
on a resolution to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. JONES asked that the report be read. 

Mr. VINTON thought there was no necessity 
for having the report read. 

Mr. DANIEL asked the consent of the House 
to make a remark upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER said it could be done only by 
| unanimous eonsent. 


| Roberts, of the city of New Orleans, having been * 
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Objection was made. 

The question was then taken, and the bill was 
laid upon the table. 

The bill for the relief of Edward L. Du Barry 
coming up in order on the question of its engross- 
ment, 

Mr. THOMAS said he wished to 
upon this bill, but yielded the floor to 

Mr. DANIEL, on whose motion the further 
consideration of the bill was postponed till Friday 
next. 

House bill No. 221, for the relief of 
Treemar, came up in order. 

The question pending being on an amendment 
reported from the Committee of the Whole, pro- 
viding that the pension shall commence in 1850, 
instead of the date on which the proof was per- 
fected, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
House that there are now upon the Soeaker’s 
table some ten or twelve bills, all of which haye 
been amended by the Committee ef the Whole, 
and which involve precisely the same principle. 
He would suggest to the House that time would 
be saved by voting upon them all at once, 

ir. CARTTER objected. 

Mr. CONGER.,. The bills to which the Chair 
has referred are those to which I moved amend- 
ments two three weeks aro, when the 
House Was In cOmmittee on the private culendar; 
and T desire now to state the provisions of those 


be heard 


Rebecca 


some or 


amendments and the principle in the bills to which 
they apply, and which they are intended to estab- 
lish. At the time the amendments were offered it 
was not in order to discuss them, and | have had 
no opportunity to make explanation of my pur- 
pose in moving them. I will now do so; and I 
particul urly desire the attention of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Wentworrn) and the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones. ] 

These are all invalid pension bills, and the prin- 
cinle involved is that which prescribes the time 
when the pension should commence. I offered 
the amendments to make them conform, as regards 
this principle, to the concurrent decision of the 
committee and the House made on a previous oc- 
casion, when it was decided that back pay should 
not be given in these pension cases. On the 20th 
of December last, when the House was in com- 
mittee on the private calendar, there was under 
consideration a bill for the relief of William Slo- 
cum. That bill provided that the pension should 
commence in 1842, and the gentleman from Lilinois 
moved an amendment to the effect that it should 
commence on the Ist of January, 1851. In doing 
so he stated, as he is reported in the Daily Globe, 
what I shall now read: 

“T believe [ am distinguished in this House for my oppo- 


sition to private claims, and particularly to claims of this 
kind.’’— 


Mr. WENTWORTH, (interposing. ) 
a mistake. 
ticular. 

Mr. CONGER. I will do the gentleman the 
justice to say that I believe he was not correctly 
reported in this respect. My own recollection is, 
that he remarked that he believed he was not dis- 
tinguished for his opposition to privateclaims, and 
particularly to claims of that kind. But he goes 


on to say— 


That is 
The report was erroneous in that par- 


——* {if [ am not mistaken, several Committees on Pen 
sions have resolved they would not give back pay to invalid 
pensioners. I do notremember, since I have been a mem- 
ber of Congress, that they have ever given back pay. I 
know that since [| have been here | have received a great 
many petitions from individuals who have been placed on 
the pension rolls, asking for back pay; but I have told them 
that the Jaw and the precedents were against them.”’? * * 

“This bill claims more attention from Congress from 
the fact that all of us who have been here this long time, 
and have waived our right to receive back pay, will com- 
mence, if this bill passes, to claim it. If this claim is al- 
lowed [ shall sit down and write to all the menin my dis- 
trict who are in the receipt of pensions, and notify them 
that the precedent has been established, and that they are 

| entitled to back pay.”’ 


Now, sir, I refer to this case of Slocum for the 

! purpose of asking those who united with the gen- 
tleman from Illinois on that occasion in amending 
the bill as I have stated, and asserting the princi- 
ple that back pay should not be given, to stand by 
the decision then made if the principle be a sound 
one. Let there be consistency and uniformity in 
the decisions in these cases. If, as | insisted in 
that case, when the bill was under discussion, the 
principle asserted by the gentleman from Illinoia 
is not a sound or a just one, let it be repudiated 
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I care nothing particularly for 
although J belive, as I stated on that occasion, the | 
claim to be a meritorious, and one which justly en- 
tled him to receive a pension, commenceing even 
earlier than the time provided in the bill reported | 
by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Avererr.] 
J understand from the gentleman from Virginia | 
that 1842 was fixed upon as the time when the | 
pension should commence in this case, because 
that was the time when the last favorable report | 
on the claim was made to the House. That case 
had been before Congress from 1834; and from 
time to time favorable reports had been made, 
though never so as to receive the favorable concur- 
rent action of both branches of Congress. I held 
then, what | hold now, that the pension ought to 
commence at the time when the case, fully made 
out and the proofs completed, should be present- 
ed here. ThatI hold to be a sound principle, and 
one that ought to be followed in all these cases. 
But it was not sustained by the committee or the 
House; and every bill that passed on that day | 
was amended so as to conform to the doctrine of 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

I desire now to read what one of my colleagues 
said in relation:to this principle. I mean my col- 
league who has been detained from the House by 
indisposition for several weeks past, [Mr. Pres- 
Ton Kina.] He said: 

‘*The uniforn practice of the House, or nearly the uni- 
form practice has been not to go back with these pensions. 
It would be a dangerous precedent to establish, and would 
afford a great temptation to procure false testimony, which | 
would not be used under other circumstances. I say this | 
from the experience which [ have bad as chairman of that | 
committee for one Congress. ‘There the rule was inexora- | 
ble not to give back pensions, and I think from motives of 
good policy.’ 


Now, sir, I will further read what the gentle- | 
man from ‘Tennessee [Mr. Jones] said in defence | 
of the same principle, and in support of the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois. He remarked: 


* This case of itselfis of very litde importance, I presume, 
to any person except to the individual for whose benefit | 
the bill is proposed to be passed. But there are important | 
interests involved in the principle which it contains. That 
principle is one which, if established by this Government, | 
will take from the Treasury thousands upon thousands of | 
dollars. * * * If we adopt the principle in this case it 
will apply to all similar cases.’’ 

“ If we give the indvidual in this case a back pension, we | 
establish the principle of making those allowances of back 
pensions. Uf the principle is right in one case itis rightin 
all cases; and instead of legislating in this way upon a spe- 
cial case, we should pass a general law, and say all these 
pensions should go back and date from the day of the in- 
jury which produced the disability.’ 


I have already, on a previous occasion, com- 
mented at some little length on the inconsistency 
of the gentleman from ‘Tennessee, who is here 
found on the Slocum bill laying down the princi- | 
nie, or rather defending the principle laid down | 
ry the gentleman from Illinois, that back pensions | 
should not be allowed, while three or four weeks | 
afterwards, on a motion to amend a bill precisely 
similar, by providing that the pension should com- 
mence the Ist of January 1850, instead of 1847, | 
so as to conform to that principle, he was found | 
arguiny against. himself, and insisting that the 
pension should commence at the time the proof | 
was perfected. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to take up thetime 
of the House in the discussion of the principle 
here involved, As I have already said, my pur- 
pose in moving the amendment to the bills upon 
your table was to make them conform to a princi- 
ple which this House had decided, and I have no 
desire to say anything more than to bring to the 
notice of this House the manner in which we are 
treating this kind of claims. Upon the 20th of 
December not a bill passed without being 
amended so as to provide that the pension should | 
commence at a recent day; and thus applicants 
were cut off from back pensions, which will be al- 
lowed to these applicants in case my amendments 
shall not be adopted. Upon a subsequent ocea- || 
sion the House refused to recognize the principle |, 
that back pensions should not be given, and bulls || 
were passed granting pensions running back || 
several years. Now, I say here is a most en 
ble and censurable inconsistency; one which this 
House ought not to continue, and one which gen- 
tlemen ought not to justify 

The amendments I have moved bring up the 
question again for the decision of this House. I 
had no desire to defeat these bills, but I was un- || 
willing that any such preference or partiality || 
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the case of Slocum, |! should be shown as is marking our | 


| amend. 


, fused to permit it to be so altered. 
_I know, every Pension Committee has reported 


e 
For aught I know, indeed from what I To 
from reading of the reports accompanying these 
bills, they are cases of merit, and it would be in 
accordance with what I hold to be sound princi- 


at the time the proof was perfected and the case 
presented to Congress. In moving these amend- 
ments | brought upon myself the displeasure 
of some, but I have also brought the matter to the 
notice of the House in such manner as I hope 
will induce a deliberate decision of a principle 
that ought to be established, and made the guide 
and precedent for the action of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and of this body. 

If my amendments shall fail, and these individ- 
uals are allowed back pensions, the House thus 
extablishing the principle that these claims shall 
be allowed, extending back through a series of 
years, I shall ask this House to go back and do 


Justice to those individuals who have been cut off 


from the benefit of that principle. To refuse this 
will be most partial and unjust. . 

This, Mr. Speaker, is all I desire to say in rela- 
tion to this matter. As I have before said, I have 
felt bound to say enough to bring to the notice of 
the House the loose and inconsistent practice that 

revails in our legislation upon these claims. 

Mr. OLDS. I desire to trouble the House with 
only a remark or two, in relation to this matter. 
When the House resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole upon these cases, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Concer] proposed an 
amendment, and the friends of the bill allowed it 
to pass the committee rather than that the bill 
should go over; and when it came before the 
House, the committee objected to it because they 
conceived there was no justice in the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Concer. ] 

Mr. CONGER. Do I understand the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. O_ps] to say, that although 
these amendments were ordered to be reported to 
the House, the committee did not believe there 
was justice or propriety in the amendments pro- 
posed by the committee? 

Mr. OLDS. I say, that the friends of the bill 
suffered these amendments to be adopted rather 
than the bill should be continued in the committee, 
and not because they believed there was justice in 
the amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. I am perfectly satisfied with 
the explanation. I understood the gentleman to 
say, that the committee did not believe there was jus- 
tice or propriety in the amendments, though it 
ordered them to be reported to the House, and I 
only desired to ask the gentleman how he had as- 
certained that. 

Mr. OLDS. It is not the fault of these individ- 
uals who have claims here before this House year 
after year, that they do not receive justice. I have 
a case in my district in which the papers were per- 
fected.in 1845, and at two several sessions a bill 
has passed this House for the reliefasked. Now, 
sir, is it the fault of the individual in this case, 
that Congress has refused him the relief to which 
he was entitled ? 

Mr. SACKETT. Will the gentleman from 
Ohio allow me to say a word? Mr. Chairman, asa 
member of the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions, I desire to say that this bill was reported in 


| exact conformity to the well-established rule of 


the House. It will be remembered that about a 
year since a bill was reported by myself, from the 
committee of which I am a member, for the relief 
of Samuel Dewey, and that on that bill the whole 
question now under consideration came up and 
was fully discussed. That bill was so reported 
as to give to the claimant a pension from the time 
he perfected his claim before Congress. And on 
the motion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Bown] to so amend as to bring it down to the 
time it was reported, the discussion was had, and 
the House, by a very decided vote, refused to 
Even after I, as the reporter of the bill, 
consented to bring it down to 1845, the House re- 
And, as far as 


bills on that principle ever since. 
amendment will be rejected. 

Mr. OLDS remarked that he would detain the 
House for a moment only on the question now 
under consideration. He should, he said, con- 
tent himself in giving a silent vote did he not 


I hope the 


OBE. 


islation. || know that by so doing he might be 


| 
| 
i 


ple, to allow the pensions severally to commence || fully in the war of 1812. 


i 

















considered 


know || derelict in duty to some of his immediate constitu. 


ents. One of the bills now under consideration 
_ he said, was for the relief of an old soldier in his 
own district. He had served his country faith. 


He incurred wounds 
jand disabilities in that service utterly incapaci. 
_ tating him to support himself. For six years he 
_has been knocking at the doors of Congress fo; 
relief. In 1845, his papers were perfected. Twice 
this House has passed a bill for his relief, but for 
| want of time it failed in the Senate. Now, sir 
| whose fault is it this old soldier has thus long 
been denied relief? Under the rules of this House 
a single member objecting, a bill for the relief of 
an old soldier goes over year after year, until 
the applicant, still lingering around your doors 
worn out with years and wounds, drops into his 
grave, unrelieved, a lasting monument of the in. 
gratitude of his country. 

Mr. Speaker, the friends of these bills suffered 
the amendment of the gentleman from New York 
to be made, not because they believed it right, but 
because it was the only way of getting the bills 
before the House. Sir, the friends of these bills 
only ask that the rules of the Pension Department 
may apply to these cases. The almost uniform 
practice of the Department has been to date the 
| pension back to thetime of perfecting the evidence 
upon which the pension is granted. Shall this 
shin not mete out the same justice? Sir, when 
the applicant has perfected his papers, he has done 
all in his pewer to do; shall we take advantage of 
our own delay? Sir, if the case has no merit, re- 
ject it. Ifit has merit, allow your bounty to date 
back as proposed by the various committees re- 
porting the bills. 

Mr. JONES asked what was the question be- 
fore the House? 

The SPEAKER stated that the question pend- 
ing was the amendment made by the Committee 
of the Whole, to strike out ** 1847,’’ and insert 
**1850,”’ as the period on which the pension shall 
commence. 

Mr. JONES said: I will detain the House but 
a very few minutes. I have arisen for the pur- 

ose of vindicating myself from the charge which 

Gan been made against me by the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr Concer,] of inconsistency in 
respect to this pension case which is now before 
the House. 

The general principle which I have advocated 
in relation to invalid pensions is that laid down 
by Congress, that where invalid pensions are 
granted, they shall commence from the time when 
the invalid fully shows that he is entitled to that 
| pension. He should receive whatever is author- 
ized by law to be paid to him. 





Mr. AVERETT here interrupted the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, and made a remark which 
was entirely inaudible to the Reporter. 

Mr. JONES (resuming) said: I understood, 
and I believe a majority of the House understood 
as I did, that they were giving Mr. Slocum a pen- 
sion dating back to the time when his proof es- 
tablishing his claim was perfected. This was my 
understanding at the time the bill passed the com- 
mittee, and it is the principle upon which I have 
uniformly endeavored to act in this House. 

But, sir, | have beerrcharged with inconsistency 
in relation to this matter. There have been but 
two cases in relation to which I have recommended 
that the pension should tlate back further than 
this. And upon these two cases I am charged 
with inconsistency. Now, what were the facts in 
relation to Ward’s case? I did advocate the going 
back in his case, and how far? I will tell you. 


Ward was in the battle of Buena Vista. He lost 
one hand, and the other was badly crippled, so 
that it was of no service to him. I have been 1n- 


formed that he attends the door in the ladies’ gal- 
lery of the House. He continued in service for 
a very short time after he received his wounds, 
when he was discharged. At the time of his dis- 
charge he received a certificate from the surgeon 
of the army of total disability. This settled his 
disability from the time he left the service, and 
ceased to receive as a soldier or as a private 
in the army. I find the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions placed him upon the pension roll, and that 
he received his pay of $8 per month from the time 
he was disabled in the army. This was all they 
could give him. The loss of one hand would 
have proved his total disability as well as both 














1851. 


total disability as well as both legs, or the loss of 
one eye as well as both eyes. He received the 
full amount entitled to those totally disabled, and 
they could give him no more, Now, he comes to 
Congress and claims that his disability is greater 
than total disability, as known in the law. They 
could give him no increase of pension, and we 
considered it right that his increase granted by 


ility. 
a other case to which I have alluded was 
one which Lunderstand the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions did not grant at all, either because the 

roof was not sufficiently developed, or on ac 
count of the manner in which the proof was pre- 
sented. At any rate, it was decided that his case 
did not come within the pension law, and conse- 
quently he came to Congress for relief. Now, 
sir, I say that if this case could not be granted by 
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hands; the loss of one leg would have proved his {| principle adopted at the Pension Office be a reason- 


able one, why should it not be equally reasonable 


‘when ap lied to applications before Congress ? 
| U 


Se ngper nee sha 


Mr. NHAM, (interposing.) 1 will explain 
my understanding of this matter very briefly. 
The invalid pension law does not say that the 

h have his pension from the time of 
is injury; but when he makes his application, if 


|| his papers are perfect, he is entitled to have his 
Congress should date back to the time of his dis- || 


name placed upon the pension list. That can be 
done by application at the Pension@Dffice. When- 
ever his papers are perfected, entitling him to re- 
lief, his name is placed — the pension list. 


Mr. WALDO, (Mr. Bow tn yielding,) said: 


| Having examined the subject during the present 


the general law, and Congress grant the relief, | 


that it should date back just as far as it would 
have.done if it had come within the provisions of 
the general law. I think there is no inconsistency 
in this. In one case there was no pension granted 
at all by the Department, and in th 


e other case he | 


had received all he was entitled to according to | 


the law. Yet it was a clear case that he was enti- 
tled to further relief, in consideration of the dis- 
ability he was laboring under. 

The bill upon your table was passed by the Sen- 
ate the last session, and now comes to this House. 
It is but simple justice on the part of this Govern- 
ment that it should be allowed. As Ihave before 
said, the loss of one leg, or one eye, or one arm, 
according to the general law, proves total disability; 
and the loss of both eyes, or both legs, or both 
arms, proves no more. Now, | think that in con- 
sideration of the great injury he has received in 
the service of the Government, it is no more than 
right—it is no more than justice, that he should 
receive the benefit which is asked for in this bill. 

Mr. DANIEL demanded the previous question; 
which received a second, and the main question 
was ordered to be put. 

The question now being on concurring in the 
amendment of the Committee of the Whole, to 
strike out 1847 and insert 1850— 

Mr. BOWLIN demanded tellers; but they were 
not ordered. 

Mr. OLDS called for the yeas and nays; but 
they were not ordered. 


The question was then taken, and the amend- | 


ment was not agreed to. 

The question recurring upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time, it was put, and 
carried in the affirmative; and the bill being en- 


grossed according to order, was read the third time 
and passed. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair again repeats, that | 
there are seventeen or eighteen bills on the Speak- | 
er’s table resting precisely upon the same princi- | 


Congress, I think 1 may so present it as to recon- 
cile the apparent difference of opinion upon this 
floor. It must be recollected that before the act of 
June 7th, 1832, no person applying for a pension 
on account of revolutionary service would be placed 
upon the roll and receive a pension until the day 
his proof was completed; and the same provision 
oo all the acts relating to invalid pensions. 
f, therefore, a person applied for a pension, under 
the act of March 18, 1818, or under any act grant- 
ing pensions to invalids, his pension would eom- 
mence on the day his evidence was fully comple- 
ted. But under the act of June 7, 1832, and all 
the acts granting pensions to the widows of revo- 
lutionary soldiers, the pensions are made to com- 
mence, by the provisions of these several acts on 
a given day. A person applying for a pension 
under either of these acts will, therefore, receive 


a pension (if at all) from the day named in the act, 


without any reference to the time when his applica- 
tion was made or his testimony completed. 

In analogy to these laws, when a person applied 
to Congress for relief on account of wounds and 
disabilities, or for revolutionary service, under the 
act of March 18, 1818, for which he could not ob- 


| tain a pension, by reason of some technical rule of 


| the Department, his pension has been made to 


commence, on the day his testimony was perfected 
in the committee that had his application in charge; 
but if the application was made under the act of 


June 7, 1832, or any act granting pensions to wid- | 


ows, the commencement of the pension has been 
extended back without any regard to the time of 
completing the proof, and has been regulated by 
other circumstances according to the equity of the 
particular case. When, therefore, gentlemen say 
it has been the uniform practice to make these pen- 
sions commence on the day the testimony was 


| perfected in committee, they must have reference 


ee Does the House desire that each one should | 


¢ taken up separately ? 
[Cries of * No, no !’?] 
THOMAS FLANAGAN. 


The bill for the relief of Thomas Flanagan next | 


came up in order, on the question of concurring 
in the amendment of the Committee of the Whole, 


providing that the pension shall commence in 1850. | 
I care nothing about these | 


Mr. BOWLIN. 
bills. I believe it is well known to every member 
in this. House, that it is contrary to the universal 

ractice of this House to give back pensions. 


Now, from the report o* the Commissioner of ¢ 


Pensions, I understand the principle te be, that | 
when they come to examine a case, the pension is | 


allowed from the time the papers were deposited, 
and pensions are ted upon these grounds. 

r. SACKETT in 
& general law ? 

tr. BOWLIN. The distinction which I wish 
to draw is the distinction between cases in the Pen- 
sion Office and cases that come before Congress. 
I undertake to say, that it is a perversion of terms 
to talk about the perfecting of these cases in Con- 
pay What brings them here? They are brought 

re because the appiicants have not been able to 


perfect their cases, so as to entitle them to relief 


under the law. I say again, it is an utter perver- 
sion of terms to ta!« about perfecting such cases. 

_ Mr. AVERETT (interposing, Mr. B. yield- 
ing the floor.) In all frankness, | would ask the 
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. Bowxm] if the 








nquired if it was done under | 


seem to say, we come here to this great body of | 
_charity—the Congress of the Uni 


iI 
| 


| 


| these cases as though they were clearly ma 


to the class of cases I have first described; and 


| when they say it has been the uniform practice to 


allow what is called back pensions, they must 
have reference to the second class. Both, there- 


| fore, may be right in part and wrong in part. The 
bills on your table have all been prepared upon | 
| these principles, and should be passed as they 


were reported from the committees of the House, 
and the amendments proposed by the Committee 
of the Whole, should be rejected. 
Mr. BOWLIN. The difficulty into which these 
gentlemen have fallen is certainly this: be treat 
e out. 
But when cases are presented here, they bear con- 
clusive evidence that they are not entitled to the 
benefits which the law will give them. They 


come before Congress with the declaration spread | 
| upon their foreheads that their cases are not legally 
||. imade out—that they are not able to make out a 


case under the law to entitle them to relief—not 
able to make out such a case as would pass the 


| investigation of a legal tribunal upon principles of 


law and equity. By their course of action they 


States—and 
ask them to give us relief. They undertake to 
apply to members of Congress for relief, as if they 
had really made out their cases legally. 


I again repeat, that I consider it an utter perver- 


sion of terms to talk about the perfection of a case | 
before this House. There is no such thing as | 


es a case before this House. If the appli- 
cant been legally and equitably entitled to a 
pension, his case would have been considered by 
the Commissioner of Pensions. It is really be- 
cause the case is not made out under the law— 
that the proof is not sufficient under the law—that 
the Commissioner does not grant the pension. 
lt iswuch cases as these that we have presented to 
our consideration. 
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Mr. OLDS was understood to say, that if all 
claims for pensions came within the sphere of ex- 
isting laws, there would no applicationscome before 
Congress. Now, in relation to the law allowing 
five years’ pensions to widows of officers and sol- 
diers, the Department have decided that none shall 
be allowed except in cases where*the soldier died 
after the passage of that law. There is a great 
inequality in the operation of this law, because 
two persons having precisely the same claim in 
justice upon this Government, but one comes a 
day before and the other a day after this law was 
passed, and the result is, though they are equally 
entitled to the bounty of the Government, yet one 
receives it and the other does not. 

Mr. BOWLIN. When I came to the House 
eight years ago,I brought with me a claim for back 
pension. I came before the committee, who in- 
formed me that it had never been the practice of 
Congress to allow back pensions, and I abandoned 
the case. I brought it with me for one of my 
constituents, but I was obliged to return it, because 
it was not then a recognized principle that back 
pensions should be allowed. 

Mr. SACKETT said: So far as I have had any 
experience on a pension committee, in relation to 
this matter, it is this: The committee reports bills 
to relieve from the technical rule of evidence 
adopted at the Pension Department, a rule that is 
absolutely necessary for the safety of the Govern- 
ment in that Department, but that has no applica- 
tion to Congress. Wedo not grant relief on a 
doubtful state of facts. We require as satisfactory 
evidence that the service has been rendered as 
should be required, and when the fact of the ren- 
dition of the service is found, a bill is only re- 
ported in those cases where the evidence is of a 
nature, though satisfactory to the committee in the 

yarticular case, that does not conform to the ar- 
eee and I fully admit, necessary rules of the 
Department. So that im fact we grant relief against 
rules of evidence, where the fact of the service is 
| undoubted. Now, it seems to me to bea strange 
doctrine to require a claimant to make out a case 
—a case entirely satisfactory. to ourselves—and 
then say we will take advantage of our own de- 
lay, and only grant relief from the time we pass 
the bill. Sucha rule is most manifestly unjust. 
| The relief is from an arbitrary rule of the law, 


|| and should be granted where the party shows he 


is entitled to it. We should not take advantage of 
| our own wrong in the delay we ourselves occa- 
sion, after the proof is complete. 

I refer again to the case of Samnel Dewey, in 
which this whole question was fully argued and 
settled, and upon the principle of which settle- 
ment the House and its committees have acted 
ever since. He was, after a service of some 
months, taken prisoner in battle—was taken to 
Canada, and detained among the Indians during 


the war, for about three years and a half. Of 


| course, he could not make the technical proof re- 
quired by the Commissioner of Pensions, but he 
could and did make out a most satisfactory case 
| for us. Now, would the gentleman say that, be- 
cause we had delayed his case for ten years after 
he had thus made it out, we should refuse him his 
most manifest rights? His service entitles him to 
a pension from 1831. This is a technical rule of 
| evidence denied. This defect before the Commis- 
sioner he supplied before this equitable tribunal, 
After that, strange to say, it is proposed still to re- 
fuse relief till we get ready to act. This is not 
justice. 

Mr. BOWLIN. I need not say that you grant 
pensions at this House upon much looser rules of 
evidence than they can be granted at the Pension 

| Office. There might be cases here upon which 
| you have no evidence except of the applicant him- 
| self, and yet, from the circumstances connected 
| with the case, it is very evident that the applicant 


'| is justly entitled to relief, and relief will be ‘eg mer 


| here, while, if he is thrown back upon the rigid 
rules of the Pension Office, they would not be en- 
tertained for a moment. 
Mr. WENTWORTH asked how many more 
of these bills were left to be acted upon? 
The SPEAKER replied there were sixteen. 
Mr. WENTWORTH. I give notice to the 


friends of these bills, that if they do not stop talk- 
| ing upon them, that I will move to go into Com- 
| mittee of the Whole on the stateofthe Union. I 
i} think the debate on these bills ought to stop. I 
'| therefore move the previous question. 
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The House was then divided to ascertain whether 
there was a second to the demand for the previous 
question; and there was a second. The main 
question was then ordered to be put. 

The question was then taken upon agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee, and it was not 
agreed to, © 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and, having been engrossed ac- 
cording to order, was read the third time and 
passed. 


JONAS D. PLATT. 
‘Phe bill for the relief of Jonas D, Platt came up 
as next in order, on the question of concurring in 
the amendment of the Committee of the Whole, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


providing that the pension shall commence in 1850, | 


instead of the period provided in the bill. 


Mr. WENTWORTH asked that the bills be 


all disposed of together, as the same principle was | 
| 


involved in each. 


The SPEAKER said it could only be done by | 


unanimous consent, 
Mr. CARTTER objected. 
Mr. BAYLY demanded the previous question. 


it received a second; and the main question was | 


ordered to be put. 

‘The question now’ being on concurring in the 
amendment of the committee, 

Mr. JONES, for the purpose of testing the ques- 
tion, demanded the yeas and nays; but they were 
not ordered, 


Mr. CARTTER asked for tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 


They were ordered; and Messrs. Sweerser and | 


Breck were appointed. A count was had, and 
the tellers reported—ayes 23, noes 130. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment of theaommittee was not concurred in. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and | 


read a third time; and the bill having been en- 


grossed according to order, was read the third | 


ume and passed, 


The House then proceeded to consider the fol- | 


lowing bills, which had been severally reported 
from the Committee of the Whole, with amend- 
ments changing the date at which the pensions 
were to comimence, so as to make them begin on 
the first day of January, 1851, instead of on the 
day on which the proof was perfected before the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

A bill for the relief of William Gove. 

A bill granting relief to Benjamin Cressey. 

A bill for the relief of Lot Davis. 

A bill for the relief of Fielding G. Brown. 

A bill for the relief of Isaae Cobb. 

A bill for the relief of Martha Dameron. 

A bill for the relief of William Lynch. 

A bill for the relief of James Mains. 

A bill for the relief of Isaac Downs. 

A bill for the relief of Gardner Herring. 

A bill for the relief of Sylvanus Blodzet. 

The amendments of the Committee of the 
Whole were severally rejected; the bills were or- 
dered to be Pgortens and read a third time; and, 
being engrossed according to order, were sever- 
ally read the third time and passed. 

The bili for the relief of 


next in order, on the question of agreeing to an 
amendment of the Committee of the Whole stri- 
king out $12,119 47 and inserting $11,500. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed 
to, and the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


read a third time; and, having been engrossed ac- | 
cording to order, was read the third time and | 


passed. 

The joint resolution providing for the adjust- 
ment of the accounts of John D. Colmesnil, Pres- 
ident of the Ohio and Mississippi Mail Line Com- 
pany, came up in order on its engrossment. 

The question was put, and it was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and having been 
engrossed according to order, was read the third 
time and passed. 

Mr. MA RSHALL moved to reconsider the 
vote by which it was passed, and to lay that mo- 
tion on the table; whieh latter motion was agreed 
to. 


HEIRS OF COL. DAVID HOPKINS. 
The bill for the relief of the heirs of Col. David 


Hopkins came up in order on the question of its 
engrossment. 


harles S. Matthews, | 
Charles Wood, and James Hall, came up as the | 





| 
} 
| 
| 
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1 House. 
| 





| few moments of time on the attention of the 
Colonel David Hopkins, before the be* 


he had removed to the State of South Carolina, 
| and settled in the district which I now repre- 


i] sent. 


So soon as the war began he entered the army, 
| and took an active and distinguished part in its 


|| prosecution, @aring the entire period of its con- 
|| tinuance, and at its close it appears from revolu- 





tionary records now before me, that he held the 
rank of full colonel. My information is to this 
effect: that a part of the time the regiment com- 
manded by Colonel Hopkins was in the field, such 


was the condition of things in reference to the pay | 


department, that his regiment could not be kept in 
the field, except by money advanced by himself. 
This claim is for money thus advanced. Colonel 
Hopkins was a man of considerable wealth, and 
he drew upon his own private resources to make 
| these advances, and amidst all the trials and priva- 
tions to which the soldiers of thatyperiod were sub- 
ject, he kept his regiment in the field until the war 
was terminated by the peace of 1783. 

The accounts upon which this claim rests are in 
the handwriting of Colonel Hopkins himself, and 


the vouchers going to establish the justice of this 
claim are before me, properly numbered, and bear- 
ing upon them conclusive evidence of their genu- 
ineness and antiquity; there is evidence also before 
me of several officers and soldiers who served with 





a hard-fought field. There is no evidence in my 
possession going to show that Colonel Hopkins 
ever presented this claim to the United States for 
payment during his life. 

Notwithstanding the monéy he had advanced 
in aid of the colonies, and the large amount of 





family; and long before the United States were 


able to liquidate the debts incurred in the revolu- | 


tionary struggle, Colonel Hopkins was sleeping 
quietly in an honorable grave. Since his life ter- 


the fortunes of some of his descendants. A portion 


the constituents of my friend from Mississippi, 
| [Mr. Fearnerston,] and some of them are my 
constituents, and they now come before this Con- 
| gress and ask this Government to refund to them 
money actually advanced by their ancestor to aid 


of them (and they are all highly respectable) are 


in achieving the independence of the country, | 


pass it, and order its payment. 
on this floor will satisfy me that it is unjust, I will 
cease to represent it, and will unite my efforts with 
his to procure its defeat. Among the papers pre- 
sented with the bill are a report of the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims of the Senate ‘and a re- 
port from the same committee of this House for 
the last Congress, and also for the present Con- 


| 
Now, sir, if this claim be just, I ask this House to 
' 


gress, from which it appears that all these com- | 


mittees were unanimously of opinion that this was 
a valid claim, and should be paid. 


The heirs of Colonel Hopkins do not come here | 


asking for a Government bounty or pension; they 
simply ask the payment of a debt which they be- 
lieve this Government owes them. If this claim 
be not paid, then it would seem that the policy is 





how palpable the justice of the demand. 
this as it may, the heirs of Colonel Hopkins are 
entitled to the commutation pay of a colonel, subject 
| to a deduction of the amount they have heretofore 
received, for no one, I presume, will attempt to 
controvert the fact so clearly proven by the record 
before me, that after the battle of Fish-dam Col- 
onel Hopkins was promoted to the rank of Col- 
onel, in which rank a served until the Army was 
disbanded in 1783. I ask, Mr. S$ 
bill and reports be read, and that the bill be put 
apon its passage, and I demand the previous 
question 
Mr. CARTTER asked what was the amount 
claimed ? . 





GLOBE. 


Mr. WALLACE said: I shall tresrass but ai] Mr. WALLACE. The gentleman wil 


ginning of the war of the Revolution, was a citizen || 
|| of the State of Virginia, but before that war began, 


it would seem, therefore, that this claim has not | 
|| been raked up by his heirs since his death. All 
< 


and under Colonel Hopkins, whose credibility is | 
amply attested, testifying to the gallantry and || 
meritorious services of Colonel Hopkins in many | 


property plundered from him by the British and || 
Tories, he found himself, at the close of the war, | 
still in possession of a competence for himself and | 


minated, a change in some respects has coune over || 


If any gentleman | 


adopted and affirmed by the Government, that no | 
] more revolutionary claims will be paid, no matter | 
But be 


peaker, that the | 





Feb. 21, 


ee? 


————— 





1] 
| that from the reading of the bill. — 


|| The Crer« then read the bill. 

Mr. JONES said that the amount was estimatea 
in pounds. He wished to know if it was the 
pound sterling, or the pound of South Caroling 
that was meant? 
| Mr. WALLACE. The bill says pounds ster. 
| line. 

Mr. JONES hoped that at least the interest 
\- 

would not be allowed. : 
Mr. DUNHAM moved to strike out the inter. 
| est on the commutation. 
| Mr. WALLACE accepted the amendment, and 
renewed his demand for the previous question, 

Mr. DANIEL, with a view to get time to ex- 
amine into the case, moved that the rules be sug. 
|| pended, and that the House resolve itself inte Com- 
mittee of the Wholeon the state of the Union, 

Mr. FEATHERSTON hoped that the case 
would not be postponed. 

Mr. DANIEL demanded tellers on his motion, 
_and they were ordered. 

The question being taken by tellers, (Messrs, 
Sawretre and Bowie acting,) it was decided in 
_ the affirmative—ayes 84, noes 48. 
| So the rules were suspended, and the House re- 

solved itself into Committee cf the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Tuompson, of Missis- 
sippi, in the chair.) 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee took up the post office appropri- 
ation bill. 

The Clerk having reported the first paragraph 
of the bill— 

Mr. BAYLY rose and said: I should not, sir, 
at this late period of the session, take up a moment 
_of the time of the House with any matter personal 

to myself if it were not of a character that it is im- 
possible for me to overlook. It will be recollected 
| by the committee that a few days ago a passage- 
| at-arms took place between the member from 

New York [Mr. Crarke] and myself, which, at 


the time, I regarded asa good-natured one. .But 
in the report of his remarks made by himself, he 


| not only has suppressed what he did say, but he 
| has reported a great deal that he did fot say. 
Mr. ASHMUN here rose to call the gentleman 
|| from Virginia to order. 

| Mr. BAYLY. This injustice is done me in the 
pages of the Congressional Globe, which is to be- 
come the history of this body. If the gentleman 
knew the extent of the injustice that has been done 
| me, and the short time that I will take to explain 
it, he would not, I am sure, object to my procced- 
ing with my remarks. 

Mr. CARTTER. I rise to a point of order. I 
| wish to know if it is in order for the gentleman to 
make a personal explanation in discussing this 
bill? IT make the point of order because he made 
one on me the other day. 

Mr. BAYLY. The universal rule has been to 
allow very large latitude in the discussion of the 
| general appropriation bills. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I beg leave to 
say that it has not been the universal rule during 
| the present session. 
Mr. CARTTER. I would not raise the ques- 
tion of order if the gentleman had not done the same 
| thing to others. / 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I do not care 
what may be the universal rule, nor do I.know 
anything of the merits of this case, but I think 
that the gentleman ought to be allowed to explain, 
and to set himself right upon the record and before 
| the country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
according to the strict parliamentary rule, the gen- 
tleman from Virginia is out of order; but the uni- 
versal practice has been to allow the largest lati- 
| tude to debate in Committee of the Whole on the 
| state of the Union—the Union generally being un- 
der consideration. The Chair will state that the 
same point was raised a day or two since, and the 
committee then decided that the rule should be 
strictly enforced; and when the committee has so 
recently so decided, the Chair feels bound to rule 
_ the gentleman’s remarks out of order. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I believe that with all the 
abuses that we have had in the discussion of ap- 
| propriation bills, we have never had persofial ex- 

planations. 


i 
|| Mr. GIDDINGS. 1 appeal from the decision 
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of the Chair, and on that appeal I wish to say a | 
word or two. 


The CHAIRMAN. The appeal is not deba- | 


table. 
" Mr. GIDDINGS. I wish simply to say, that 
from an early period in the revolutionary war, | 
when this rule of going into Committee of the 
W hole on the state of the Union was first adopted, 
down to this day, it has been held that debate in 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
is unlimited, and that a man has a right to say 
whatever he thinks relates tothe Union. He is | 
not confined to any subject. 

Mr. CLARKE. I understand the gentleman 
from Virginia to refer to certain remarks reported | 
as having been made by me, and I hope the com- | 
mittee will indulge the gentleman from Virginia, 
even if it be against the rules, in making any ex- 
planation he desires. . 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I beg leave to 
sav, that I do not wish to be considered as object- 
ing to the gentleman’s proceeding. 

Mr. BAYLY. It is a matter in which my per- 
sonal character is concerned. 

The CHAIRMAN. All this debate is out of 
order. An appeal is taken from the decision of 
the Chair, and the question is: ‘* Shall the decis- | 
ion of the Chair stand as the judgment of the | 
committee ?”” ; | 

The question was taken, and was decided in 
the negative by a very large majority. 

So the decision of the Chair was reversed, and | 
the remarks of Mr. Bayuy ruled to be in order. 

Mr. BAYLY, (resuming.) 1 had just said that | 
at this late period of the session, I would not take | 
upa moment of the time of this House in a matter | 
personal to myself which it was possible for me 
to overlook. But upon the pages of the Congres- 
sional Globe, which is the source from which the 
future history of this country will be drawn, the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Crarke] had 
done me an extent of injustice, that [ venture to | 
say has not a parallel in the parliamentary his- 
tory of this country, or of any other. Now, sir, 
in reporting gentlemen’s speeches, I fully admit, | 
that where there are no personalities they may 
write out their speeches to suit their own tastes. | 
But in matters affecting other members of this | 
House, no member has a right—though he may | 
suppress personalities if he chooses to do it—to 
insert personalities which he never uttered. 

Now, it will be remembered that in the passage | 
between the gentleman from New York and my- | 
self, the language which he used in reference to 
me was, that I stood higher in my boots than any 
other member on this floor, and that I wore my | 
spectacles on my nose with more precision, and | 
that was all that he said in reference to me per- 
sonally. i 
younger than me. In reply to those remarks 

Mr. CLARKE. Will the gentleman yield me | 
the floor for a moment? 

Mr. BAYLY. I will not yield the floor to the | 
gentleman from New York. In reply to him, I | 
am thus reported: 

““T should be very much inclined to respond to the appeal 
of my youthful friend from New York, [laughter,] who ap- 
peals to his youth in comparison with my age, if it were | 
not for some rather ungenerous flings that -he made at me. 
He talked of my ‘ standing high in my boots,’ and that ‘I 
wore my spectacles upon my nose.’ Well, sir, the gentle- | 
man wears his upon his head. T carry mine for use; but 
from his remarks on his juvenility in comparison with me, 
[ must needs infer he wears his on his head for ornament. | 
[Bears of laughter.] Asto my standing ‘ high in my boots,’ | 
cannot tell how it occurs; I certainly meant no reproach 
to the gentleman who came here with five feet four inches, 
although Lam six feet. {Laughter and confusion.’’} 

That is what I am correctly reported as having | 
said in reply to him. Now, let us see how he 
has acted? When smarting under the defeat of | 
his amendment, and his discomfiture at his own | 
game, he goes coolly and deliberately, and Writes | 
for the Globe such a report as I shall read, and | 
puts into his own mouth offensive remarks towards | 
me which he never uttered, and which, if they had 
been uttered, would have drawn from me a ver 
different reply from the good-natured one that 1 
made. Let me read one paragraph, and appeal to | 
the House if he said one word of it: 

_ “The gentleman’s district bounds upon the Atlantic, and | 
it would be fair to presume that he knows something about | 
harbors. Indeed, if my recollection is not entirely at fault, | 
I have seen the ——— in very deep wanen 4 svi not | 


Say, nearly ‘half-seas over’-—on which occasion he came | 
Very near getting aground.” 


| 





He also spoke of himself as being || 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ee 


He made no such remark, as the House will bear | 


me witness. Hear him again: 


“ This remark of the®endeman shows such entire igno- 
rance of the subject upon which he speaks, and is so offen- 
sive in the motive it imputes, that it seems amazing, that a 
gentleman of his great height and proportions, and who al 


ways sees through his glasses—sometimes darkly—should 
indulge in their utterance !’’ 


The gentleman’s remarks were of a very differ- | 


entcharacter. That expression “* who sees through 
his glasses—sometimes darkly’’—is another cool, de- 
liberate after-thought. Again: 

** The pomposity, the supercilious arrogance and swagger; 
with which the gentleman from Virginia, with spectacles 
on nose, urges his objection, is worthy of the renowned 
Colonel Pluck; but the imputation it contains is not, I 
think, worthy of bimself—it certainly is unworthy the State 
he in part represents.”’ 

The gentleman made ho such remarks: and if he 
had, I appeal to this House if they were not un- 
just? 

As to “ Colonel Pluck,”’ no mention of whom 
did he make, I faney he resembles that character 
himself much more nearly than any man who 
ever represented Virginia on this floor. 

Again: in place of speaking of his being younger 
than myself, which drew forth the remark I made, 
he represents himself as saying: 

‘““Tf the gentleman fancies that, from his greater experi 
ence in this House, he can indulge in such remarks as he 
has made, without rebuke, he wil! find himself wonderfully 
mistaken.”’ 

This member goes and writes out such a speech 
as would make my reply sustain (as it would not 
notice what was said, and would reply to what 
apparently that was not) his imputation that I 
might ‘‘see through my glasses darkly, and be 
half-seas over.”’ He not only writes out remarks 
which he did not make, but he cunningly and 
coolly so shapes them as apparently to make me 
sustain the truth of them. After this e 


cposure of 


the gentleman’s conduct to this committee and to | 


the country, I leave them to pronounce such judg- 
ment upon it as it deserves. 

Mr. CLARKE said: Mr. Chairman, we are 
upon the eve of the session. Our minutes are 
peculiarly valuable; they are always valuable, and 


peculiarly so at this period of the session. Atany | 


period of any session, it seems to me that per- 
sonal explanations of difficulties—wordy difficul- 
ties between two gentlemen are hardly worth a 
single minute of the time of this House. Nothing 
could be further from my anticipations than that 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayty] would 
take offence at the remarks which I jocularly made 
against him. The committee will bear me out in 
saying, that when I commenced these remarks, 
and during the greater portion of them, the laugh 
was so decidedly against me, that it was extremely 
difficult for me to be heard; and, from the meagre 
report which was made of my remarks, | was 
constrained to write them out. In writing them 
out, I endeavored to do justice, rather meagre jus- 
tice than otherwise, to those remarks. Nothing 
was further from my intention than to add a single 
idea to the remarks which I made, upon the prin- 
ciples which the gentleman from Virginia has laid 
down as governing debate here. I certainly, in 


the written remarks which were published in the | 


| Globe, really thought that I had knocked off two 


or three sharp thorns that were in the remarks | 


which I made here; and I have been admonished 
by gentlemen who have read that report, that it is 
not so pointed and pithy as were the remarks 
which I delivered. I think now, that when you 
examine the whole matter through, there is a little 
something due to me, rather than anything from 


me to the gentleman from Virginia. I thought, to | 


be sure, that he had a little the advantage of the 
argument. 

Now, will the House indulge me for one mo- 
ment? The gentleman from Virginia took a deep 
interest in the amendment which I offered for the 
improvement of Sackett’s Harbor. That amend- 
ment had been adopted once by the committee, 
and then, by a species of nimble practice, an 
| entirely new bill was substituted in the room of 

the bill to which my amendment had been adopted, 


|| thus getting rid of my amendment. I then offered 


my amendment to the substitute. The gentleman 
from Virginia volunteered upon that occasion to 
say that he had examined my maps. I| had shown 
| them to him, it is true. I showed him on these 


car | | maps that there was a bar two-thirds of the way 
This is a deliberate after-thought of revenge. || across the mouth of Sackett’s Harbor, which was | I have to say, and I regret that the g 
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only from two to three feet deep, rendering the 
harbor almost totally inaccessible during certain 
winds which occasionally prevailed. The gentle- 
man from Virginia, on ooking at that map, sug- 
gested that the bar was an advantage, and he rose 


| in his place here and stated that he had examined 


my maps, and that knowing something of harbors 
he believed that this bar was an advantage, and 
that if it was not there, or if it were to be removed, 


| the people of my county (and he referred to me as 
| the representative of that county) would be here 


asking for a breakwater to supply the deficiency 
that would be created by the removal of the bar. 
Then comes the point of the thing. The gentle- 
man said that the motive of my constituents—that 
my motive was not to improve that harbor—that I 
was willing te destroy that harbor. For what? 
For what destroy the very best harbor on our 
northern frontier? What was it that he said I 
was willing to destroy that harbor for? Why, 
sir, for the venal purpose of having §$10,000—ten 
thousand dirty dollars expended in my néighbor- 
hood. That, the gentleman from Virginia will find 
upon looking over his remarks, was the point 
which he made; and I admit that 1 was wounded 
by the remark. But I thought that he could not 
be otherwise than playful in making it, and I re- 
plied a little loudly, to be sure, but I think in“sub- 
stance what is reported here. ‘There were certain 
other things that do not appear in this report, that 
in my estimation were a good deal more offensive 
than those which the gentleman has read. When 
rentleme n have been from early morning till late 
at night, without any dinner, they do net always 
measure their phrases exactly ‘AS the y would 
wish. I replied to the ge ntleman, and I intro- 
duced the names of several worthies, and amongst 
them that of Sam Patch; and I gpoke of the rentl 
man retting aground, and of his glasses; and I 
think the gentleman had decidedly the advantage 
of me. When I touched upon the height of the 
rentleman, It was perfectly fair that he should 
reply, as it respects my diminutive size. Though 
I think that this House will not measure gentle- 
men by their length, any more than ladies are es- 
timated by the number of pounds they weich. I 
meant nothing offensive to the gentleman, either in 
the report which ts in the Globe, or the remarks 
which fell from me. And as God is my judge, I 
verily believe that the remarks which fellfrom my 
lips, if the y were reduced to writing, would be found 
to bemore severethan those which are reported here. 
Nothing was further from my Intention than to 
vive offence to the rentleman. And nothing was 
further from my intention than to make a misrep- 
resentation upon the record of this House. Butif 
the gentleman makes it a serious matter, why then 
he comes to this point: That he has a right to 
charge me and my constituents with extreme ig- 
norance and extreme venality, and that nothing 
should be said in reply. I think I did use the 
words that are imputed to me in this report about 
the gentleman’s carriage in this House. I think 
that I certainly spoke of the mode in which he de- 
ports himself here. But coming from a representa- 
tive so obscure in this House as I am, I did not 
suppose that these remarks could sting him very 
much, as he has been so long here, and is so well 
acquainted. But the gentleman goes on with his 
remarks, and comments upon my diminutive 
stature. Whether he deprives me of some inches, 
or adds some, is a matter of no consequence, as 
I never enlisted, or got a passport, and do not 
know whether I was ever measured in my life. I 
am willing to be regarded as four feet five. or six 
feet, or any number of feet which the gentleman 
chooses: ond if it is the right number, well and 
good; and if it is the wrong one, it will not dimin- 
ish my stature one cubit, or one hair’s breadth. I 
appeal to any gentleman that was present at the 
time I made my remarks, whether the remarks as 
written (if any gentleman has taken the pains to 
read them) are more severe, more satirical, or less 
pointed than those which were delivered in the 
House. The gentleman gives a twist to my re- 
marks. I spoke of the gentleman’s superior age 
in this House, and his acquaintance with parlia- 
mentary proceedings and with the members of 
this House; and I appealed to his magnanimity 
whether it was just for him, with this superior ae- 
quaintance and longer abiding in this House, to 
impute to me the venal motives which he did. 
This is about the sum and substance of what 


gentleman 
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should take that which I thought, and think now, 
began in sport and was terminated in sport, and 
was meant for nothing else in this report than 
sport—I_ regret, I say, that he should take this to 
heart. I regret it exceedingly. We cannot al- 
ways measure our words when weare excited, I 
thought that the gentleman interfered unnecessari- 
ly with OF amendment. Ihad been defeated, and 
I regretted that it should be so, and my constitu- 
ents will regret it. ‘There are many things which 
take place upon this floor in haste and confusion, 
and sometimes in bad temper; and I think that 
his exhibition of ourselves will not redound to 
our credit. If the gentleman will let me alone, I 
will let him alone, I never interfere with any 
man’s business; and I appeal to every gentleman 
here, if my conduct towards every member of this 
House has not been kind and courteous. I in- 
trude upon no man’s company, and meddle with 
no man’s character. I stand up here simply for 
my own rights, and | stand up for them only be- 
cause they are the rights of my constituents. I 
think, as I have already said, that in this contro- 
versy I had rather the hardest of it. I think it 
appears so, even upon paper. The gentleman 
has represented me as a very diminutive person, 
and he has also represented me here as extremely 
venal and ignorant; and, really, when I jocularly 
replied to him, I think that he should not have 
taken any offence atit. I regret that he should do 
so. This ts all I have to say. 

Mr. BAYLY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
not only did me the injustice that I have already 
spoken of, and shall not again refer to, but in the 
remarks that he has just submitted, he has done 
me a second injustice. He has charged me with 
having imputed to him as a member of this House 
venality, and a desire to get this appropriation 
merely for the sake of the expenditure of the 
money. 
would have been unparliamentary, and such a 
one did not escape me. Here is the: manner in 
which I am correctly reported in the Globe: 

“The gentleman had his maps and charts here, and I 
looked at them, and [ undertake to say that if that bar 
which he is complaining of had not been made by nature, 
they would have been here asking for a break water to effect 
the very thing that he wishes now to remove.” 

“ They.’’ Whoare ‘they?’’ Not the mem- 
ber, but his constituents to whom I referred ex- 
pressly, and so I am reported. 
gentleman comes here this morning, and as an ex- 
cuse for himself, says that I charged him person- 
ally with venality. 

Mr. CLARKE. I will refer to the remarks of 
the gentleman. He said: 

*“ Well, I know something about harbors, and [T undertake 
to say that the very things that he complains of have im- 
proved that harbor. The sole object is the expenditure of 
meney. Sir, lam notspeaking unadvisedily. ‘The gentle- 
man bad bis maps and charts here, and | looked at them, 
and I undertake to say that if that bar which he [that’s me] 
is complaining of, had not been made by nature, they- ” 

What does that mean? What is the nomina- 
tive case to they? Me and my maps; and now 
the gentleman says that he did not mean me. 
Everybody understood him to mean me. [ask for 
this improvement on my own responsibility, be- 
cause | know that it is the wish of my constitu- 
ents; and the gentleman alluded to me, if he al- 
luded to anybody. So I understood him. I ask 
pardon of the House for having trespassed so long 
upon its attention. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I send to the 
desk an amendment, which I intend to offer at the 
proper time. IT ask that it may be read. 

The Cuerk read, as follows: 

Sec. 2. .dnd be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General, be and he hereby is, required to contract for the 
carrying of the mails between Louisville and New Orleans, 
and the intermediate points, by such line or lines of steam- 
boats as shall be established for the purpose, and with the 
capacity of running with regularity and certainty at all sea- 
sons of the year upon the various sections of the Ohio and 
Mississippi rivers; and so soon as such lines can be put in 
operation, it shall no longer be lawful to send the mails, as 
at present, by transient boats not contracting for the regular 
carrying of the same. 

Mr. 8. then said: The amendment which has 
just been read, and which I shall propose to come 
in at the end of this bill, is one of very great im- 
portance to the inhabitants of the region bordering 
on the Mississippi and its branches. There is no 
subject, as you, sir, very well know, which has 
been the cause of greater complaint or of com- 
plaint better founded, than the manner in which 
the mails are carried upon the Mississippi river, 





And yet the | 
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and on the Ohio below Louisville. I am aware 
that it is inthe power of the Postmaster General | 


| to establish such a line of steamboats for the car- | 


| whole of the administration of Mr. Polk, whilst 
| Mr. Johnson, of Tennessee, occupied the position 


| conceived that it would probably be attended with 


riage of the mails, and I am ‘aware that attempts 
have been made to do it. But, sir, during the 


of Postmaster General, | endeavored to induce 
him and his Department to offer for propozals for 
carrying the mails in this way, but Mr. Johnson 


more expense than profit, and he therefore refused | 
to enter into such a contract. Now, I think that 


| it can be demonstrated that this is the only mode 


in which the mail service upon the western rivers | 
can be performed with advantage to the country 
and convenience to those interested init. As it 
now is, the mails at Louisville, and at points be- 
tween Louisville and New Orleans, are placed upon 
transient boats—any boat that comes along—and 
a contract is made for the carrying of such a mail | 
at such aprice. It frequently happensthat the very 
slowest boats on the river are selected, because, 
perhaps, better bargains can be made with them 
than with any others. I know that in the town 
of Memphis, where I reside, it is a thing of com- 


| mon occurrence that amail, which may be sent by | 
| a boat to-day, arrives after one which may be sent 
| by a boat to-morrow, and that one that may be 


sent to-morrow arrives after one sent the day after. 
This is a great inconvenience, and the people of 
the whole western country are aroused on the 
subject, and are demanding, with a united voice, 
that this inefficient mode of carrying the mails 


| upon their rivers shall be abolished, and a more 


Now, sir, any such remark qs that || 


efficient one adopted in its place. It is very plain 
that this can be done. It is perfectly possible for 
boats to be built which can run from Louisville to 
Evansville every day with regularity, certainty, 
and celerity. Then, sir, a class of boats may be 
built to run from Evansville to the mouth of the 


| river, and another class from the mouth of the 


'and from Vicksburg to New Orleans. 


river to Memphis; from Memphis to Vicksburg, 
Thus we | 
shall have a daily line of boats fitted to run at all 


seasons of the year, and in all states of the water || 


| for the carriage of the mails, light freight, and pas- 
| sengers, which will secure celerity and certainty in 
the transportation of the mails. 


I am very well aware that the establishment of 
such a line as this will be attended with some ex- | 
pense in the beginning, but in the course of a few | 


years it will be highly beneficial to the Depart- || 
It is not to be ex- || 


ment, as well as to the public. 
pected that in the vast competitien that now exists | 
on the western waters, any sort of monopoly, or 
any high or unreasonable prices for carrying the 
mails, could be maintained for any long period. 
It will be necessary to give a high price in the be- 
ginning, so that lines may be established; but in 
order to support them, [ have not a shadow of 


| doubt that nothing will be necessary but the pay- | 
| ment of a fair and reasonable compensation. | 


There is another point of view in which such 


| an arrangement as this will be highly advantageous 


| to the public interests. 


| importance to a boat running between the promi- 


| swiftness cannot stop, and will not stop for less, 


} 
| 


j 
| 


| 
| 
t 


| fourth of the mail matter is carried in the mails. 


It is this. I am assured | 
that under the present arrangement, scarcely one 
fourth of the mail matter actually goes into the 
mails, or pays anything to the Post Office Depart- 
ment. And why? Because the merchants at the 
prominent points on the Mississippi and Ohio 
rivers will not place their letters in the mail, They 


prefer to hand them to some passenger, or some || 


friend on a passing boat, when the probability is, 
that that boat is the very one that will refuse to | 


| carry the mails. Why will they refuse to carry | 


the mails? Because, sir, it is a matter of great 
nent points on the river, not to have to stop at the 
intervening points. A boat of large size and great 


or much less, than five dollars for each stoppage. 
Hence it is that you cannot get the best boats on 
the river to carry the mails. They are put in the 
worst boats; and the consequence is, that not one 


I think, sir, that it is due to the western coun- | 
try, that Congress should adopt some measure re- | 
quiring the Postmaster General to adopt this sys- 
tem, and I venture to call the attention of the | 
House and of the country to it, as a matter of | 

t importmnce. 
Mr. PHELPS. I am opposed to the amend- 


ment of the gentleman from Tennessee. It | 


| A ° ° — 
|| provides for nothing that is not at present provid 
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for by the law. The law now enables the tan. 
master General to accomplish everything that 
the gentleman from Tennessee desires, 

stream in the United States upon which 
boats run, is by law declared to be a mail route 
and the Postmaster General may place service 
upon that route either by providing for the per- 
formance of that service by advertising for propo- 
sals for the service upon that stream, in the same 


“ver 
Steam - 


|, manner that the postmasters advertise for propo- 


sals for carrying the mails upon the land routes 

I therefore say, that there is no necessity for any 
amendment of the law. That the Postmaster 
General has the power which the gentleman from 

Tennessee proposes to confer upon him, and 
_ that, too, by existing laws, is acertain fact. And 

if I mistake not, at the last lettings of the south. 
western sections of this Union, proposals were in- 
vited for mail service from Louisville to New Or- 
leans, and from St. Louis to New Orleans, and 
from Louisville to St. Louis. These proposals 
were for a daily mail, that is to say, for six mails 
per week. My recollection is, that the amount of 
compensation demanded by the contractors—by 
all the competitors—was so large that the Posi- 
master General was unwilling to pay for the ser- 
vice upon those routes in that manner, and was 
compelled to resort to his present system; that is, 
by having his special agents at Louisville and at 
St. Louis, and at New Orleans, appointed under 
the recommendation of the postmasters of those 
cities, to contract for these services by the year. 
I find that the gentleman himself admits, that of- 
tentimes the mails are sent by a boat which is not 
the fastest boat upon the river. [I learn the gen- 
tleman desires to have the boat that carries the 
mails step at all the different points; and unless the 
boat does so stop, I do not perceive that the object 
of the gentleman can be accomplished. 

Mr. STANTON. I think my proposition is 
mistaken. There is no mail line in the United 
States more regular, rapid, uniform, and certain, 
than the line between Louisville and Cincinnati. 
| If we establish lines at no greater distances, or at 
least at not much greater distances than that, the 


_ mail can be carried with equal certainty and celer- 


ity, and stopping at the points of chief prominence 
will not materially delay that celerity. I think it 
_is demonstrable that it can be done in this way. 
| But it cannot be done by a boat that runs from one 
end to the other—from Louisville to New Orleans. 

Mr. PHELPS. Then I understand that the 
object which the gentleman desires to accomplish 
is not to contract for the carrying the mails from 
Louisville to New Orleans, requiring the boat to 
deliver the mail at the intermediate post offices, 
| but that it is to contract for their transportation 

from Louisville to Cairo, from Cairo to Memphis, 
from Memphis to Vicksburg, from Vicksburg to 
Natchez, and from Natchez to New Orleans. If 
that be the system that he desires to accomplish, 
that system would increase the price of the trans- 
| portation of the mails upon that river more than 
| tenfold. Let me ask that gentleman if there is at 
| the present time a regular line of boats between 
/Cairo and Memphis, between Memphis and 
Natchez, and between Memphis and Vicksburg? 

Mr.STANTON. Thereisaregular line of boats 
between Cincinnati and Memphis, and between 
Memphis and New Orleans. But these lines will 
not take the mails at the prices at which transient 
and slow boats will, that run the whole length of 
the river and stopat various points. Sending the 
mails by these transient boats is an utterly ineffi- 
cient means for the whole of the public service. 
I admit that under the new system there will be 
an increase of cost, but certainly not tenfold more, 
nor anything like that increase. But I think the 
experience of the Department shows that it will 
be accompanied by the fact that all the mail mat- 
ter will go into the mails, whereas it does not, 
| owing to the irregularity and delay. 

Mr. PHELPS. What would be the annual 
expense of transporting the mail from Louisville 
to New Orleans? 

Mr. STANTON. Ido not know. 

Mr. PHELPS. Several years ago there was 
an attempt to establish a daily line of mails upon 
"the western waters, and at that time the Depart- 
ment found that it would be attended with an ex- 
"pense of between $300,000 and $400,000. The 
mail at this time is carried from Louisville to New 





Orleans, six times a week, at an annual cost of 
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«25,000. The mail is carried from St. Louis to | 
New Orleans, three times a week, at an annual | 
.ompensation of $6,200. cs ' 
‘om Louisville to St. Louis, three times a week, | 
at an annual compensation of $10,000. 

Mr. STANTON. 

Mr. PHELPS. I. ' id 
wittee how this mail is carried. I said it was by | 
the employment by special agents of boats to 
-arry it for that special trip, they being paid so | 
uch for the trip, except on the route between the | 
«ity which the gentleman represents (Memphis) 
and Cincinnati. eo 

Mr. MARSHALL made a remark which the 
Reporter was unable to catch. 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman has reminded 
me of the fact that there\was an attempt to estab- 
ich a daily or tri-weekly line of packets between 
the cities of Louisville and St. Louis, and that a | 
eompany desired to obtain the contract for carry- 
ing the mails at $10,000 per annum, but the sys- 
vem of establishing these packet companies has | 
been broken up and discontinued, 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. That was to 
be expected. Such acontract as that could not be | 
carried out, because the distance was so great. | 
Where a boa? undertakes to run regularly a dis- | 


possible to secure certainty and regularity. The || think would be realized by experience. 


river should be divided into sections. 
Mr. PHELPS. It is impossible to have any | 
regularity on the Mississippi and Ohio rivers, ex- 
cept between Louisville and Cincinnati; and inthe | 
summer season it is impossible to have regularity | 
even there, because when the river is low the boats | 
often get aground, and the snags obstruct the navi- 
gation. I do not see any other system that can be 
adopted for carrying the mails on the western 


waters but the present system. But I am informed || 


bya gentleman of experience in this House that it 
has been found a difficult matter to cet fast boats to 
carry the mails upon the rivers. Why is this? It is 


because the river mail is required to and start stop || The total of such a commerce would not sustain 


at intermediate points, and fast boats that are well | 

loaded with freight do not want to stop. I am not 

disposed in any way to oppose that which would 
increase the mail facilities in the valley of the Mis- 
sissippi. I would contribute in any manner to | 
anything which would expedite the transmission 
of mail matter, or which would add to the effi- 
ciency of the service performed. I think that if 
he desires to accomplish that object, that the Post- 
master General already possesses the power, and 
his amendment is therefore unnecessary. 

I merely wish to call the attention of the com- | 
mittee to the prices at which this mail service is 
performed at five or six different places upon the 
stream to which the gentleman’s amendment ap- 
plies. I said I thought that the cost of the service 
would be ten times what it costs at present. Be- 
tween Louisville and Cincinnati it is carried for | 
$10,500. But I recollect that, four or five years 
ago, between these cities, in consequence of com- 
petition, it was taken at an annual compensation 
of $3,500. Why is it that it now costs $10,500? 
It is beeause there is but one company, which mo- 
nopolizes all the trade between those places. 

Isay, then, that there is no necessity for this 
provision, and I hope t will not be adopted. 

If L look to the phraseology of his amendment, | 
I find that the Postmaster General is required to 
contract for carrying the mails between Louis- 
ville and New Orleans, by such line of steamboats 
as shall be established for the purpose, with the 
capacity of running with regularity. The construc- 
tion that will be given to that, will be, that the first 
ine that is established, whether the boats be fast 
or not, the Postmaster General is required to con- 
‘ract with them; and thus a monopoly is estab- 
lished. Throw the thing open to honest compe- 
‘tion, and let all who desire have an opportunity 
of offering to carry the mails. 

Mr. STANTON. I am quite willing there 
should be fair competition. 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman seems to be 
willing to aecept the amendment I have suggested, 
but I did not propose to offer it as an amendment. 

have seen too many of these jobs done for Con- 
gress not to know that there is more rascality 
covered up in thesecontracts, more plunder of the 
Treasury, than is accomplished in all the other 
branches of public service put together. A man 
comes here and asks for a job, no matter what it 
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How is it carried ? | 
I have already told the com- |) 


_my mind against it. 


| them? 


means whereby he can put his hands into the | 


Treasury. The public money ought to be applied 


The mail is carried | to other purposes. 


Mr. MARSHALL. The proposition of my 
friend from Tennessee [Mr. Stanton] is not new 
to me, but, in my opinion, its adoption would be 
unwise. It isa proposition which a great many per- 
sons in the West have cherished, and I believe it 
constitutes one of the resolutions of the western con- 
vention which assembled at Evansville, m Indiana, 
during the last Fall. I have thought of it a good 
deal, and my deliberations upon it have concluded 
The basis of the proposition 
is this: ‘The line from New Orleans to Louisville 
being too long for the transportation of the mail 
thereon with regularity and dispatch, the proper 
remedy is to subdivide the line into sections, and 
to compel the Postmaster General to let to contract 
each of these subdivisions. The suggestion of 
the member from Tennesse is to make five sec- 
tions: Ist. Louisville to Evansville; 2d. Evans- 
ville to Cairo; 3d. Cairo to Memphis; 4th. Mem- 
phis to Vicksburg; and Sth. Vicksburg to New 
Orleans. 

The admission of the great expense at first, 
was to have been expected of the candor of the 


1 run reg d | gentleman, but his expectation that competition 
tance of five or six hundred miles it is almost im- || 


will bring down that expense ultimately, I do not 
The 
difficulty presented to my mind is this: You can- 
not put steam stock afloat merely to perform mail 
service; the basts of all steamboat enterprise must 
be the pursuit of legitimate commerce between 
different sections; the service on the river must 
pursue commerce, and any other basis for it will 
prove unsatisfactory and extravagant. 

What would induce an intelligent capitalist to 
run a line of steamboats from Cairo to Memphis 
in the present state of that country? What com- 
modities do Cairo and Memphis exchange with 
each other? What number of passengers depart- 
ing from either point desires to stop at the other? 


a steamboat in the trade a single season. How 
does the gentleman propose to run a line between 
By oontract for mail service. What 
amount would it cost the Department? I have 
no idea that it could be procured from responsible 
contractors for a daily service or even a tri-weekly 
service for less than $30,000. The committee will 
see at once this will not answer. Should the point 
of increased expenditure be met, there is another 
objection. Subdivide the line into sections and 
make it the duty to supply the small towns and 
post offices regularly, and your great southern 
mail must be detained unnecessarily along the 
path to its destination, by being controlled by 
every village postmaster. Directly the complaint 
of this would come loud and long from the mer- 
cantile community at the commercial centres. If 


|‘ the lines’’ belong to the same persons, the whole 
| would be no more or less than a service subdivi- 
| ded so as to multiply the contracts and to enhance 





the price of the whole: if they should be in differ- 
ent hands the service would be compelled to wait 
upon the commercial adventures of each line-— 


boats would miss their regular hours and the mail | 


would lie over on the road, making the state of 
confusion worse than it is at present. 

T believe that the plan of the Department is best. 
I think it will not be advisable to contract for the 
mail from New Orleans to Louisville at all; but, on 
the contrary, it will prove preferable that the De- 
partment, through the mail agents at each end of 
the line, shall avail itself at remunerating prices 
of the swiftest, safest, and best boats in the trade, 
to ship the mail and to land it at places specified 
in the schedule by which the masters contract for 
the performance of the service, making the amount 
of their contract payable when they shall present 
the receipts of postmasters of intermediate points, 
showing theactual performance of the service con- 
tracted for. The difficulty has been thus far twe- 
fold. First, the priees offered were not remuner- 
ating to the carrier for his actual labor. Second, 
the transmission of the mail has not been suffi- 
ciently frequent to answer the-wants of commu- 
nity. 

The economy of this great Government is ex- 








rectly on touching at only one or two points—the 
| other delivers to the villages on the river side. 
| The Postmaster General has aceeded to my re- 
| quest, a direction to the mai! agent at Louisvilleto 
| enhance the price to $100 per trip, if necessary to 
secure the speediest transmission of the mails. If 
we could induce him to put all the service at the 
| lke rate, availing himself of the whole steam 
| stock afloat on the Ohio and Mississippi, a great 
benefit to the service would be enced as well as 
an increase to the accommodations of the people. 
| 1 do not think the plan of the member from Ten- 
nessee will work advantageously. The Depart- 
ment did enter into a contract for the transporta- 
tion of the mail from Louisville to St. Louis at 
$10,000, but the contractors utterly failed to ren- 
der satisfaction, and the contract has been an- 
nulled. It would be so, in all probability, with 
the contracts to which the member from Tennes- 


| see would compel the Postmaster General. Steam- 
| boat owners have not such a number of vessels on 


| form the service 


the western waters in the hands of any particular 
interest, as to authorize the expectation that any 
firm could make a contract relying upon its own 
stock for the service. If the contractor must rely 
on the general shipping. the Department may per- 

irough its agent as economi- 
cally as the contractor, relying on the same re- 
source. I see nothing in this idea of letting the 


t 
. 


| contracts but a plan which is to result in continued 


confusion and dissatisfaction. 

I have thought it proper to submit these sug- 
gestions, that my views may be understood by the 
western people who are interested in this matter. 


| I will not agree to plunge the Department into any 


unnecessary expense. I will remark that I am not 
by any means satisfied with the existing mail ar- 
rangements between the towns on the Lower Ohio, 
the Mississippi, and the city of Louisville, and I 
desirea geat deal more servicethere. I wantadaily 
line established between Henderson, Evansville, 
and Louisville. I believe the commerce will sup- 
yort such a line; and whenever such a line shall 


be established for the prosecution of business, I 


hope the Postmaster General will not hesitate to 


po the mail service between those points to af- 


ford means of intercourse as rapid and frequent as 
could be desired. 

The fact is, Mr. Chairman, that the people of 
the valleys of the Ohio and Mississippi have been 


| too much neglected, and are too frequently met by 


a cry of economy when there is no economy prac- 
ticed towards other sections, to rest longer under 


| the grievance than they shall have ability to re- 


dress it. They have no care as to the particular 


| mode in which their mail facilities shell be extend- 


| vice, 


ed. The people take no care as to whether the 
plan shall be to contract, or to leave the duty and 
responsibility with the Department, of affording, 
through its agents, a regular and satisfactory ser- 
But, sir, when we see extraordinary efforts 

on this side of the mountains to give dispatch to 
| mails—when we see $70,000 spent to run a mail 


| from Aquia creek to ,this city—when we see the 
| system of marine partnerships in which this Gov- 


ernment is constantly entering with firms to run 
steamboats from American ports to foreign ports, 
creating thereby rather languid Government mo- 
nopolies than stimulating the general commerce of 
the Republic, we think it is time that some of this 


| liberality should be directed to the western waters, 
| upon which voyages are performed nearly as long 


hibited most when service westward is proposed. | 
| Until Mr. Hall came into office, and for some time 


thereafter, the price offered to steamboats was $20 
for two of the mails, and $60 for others from 


s,and as soon as he gets it, uses it only as a-|) New Orleans to Louiaville. The one passes di- 





| as those across the Atlantic, and by the borders of 
which resideindustrious and thrifty American com- 
munities who pay their share to the maintenanee 
| of this Government both in peace and war. I will 
not detain the committee longer at present, but I 
| shall present a plan hereafter for the increase of 
the mail service on the Ohio and Mississippi. 

Mr. ALBERTSON said: There is no import- 
ant mail service in the country that has been so 
badly attended to and arranged as the service 
between Louisville and Evansville, at the mouth 
of the Wabash, and I presume that it is the same 
all the way down the river. And allow me here 
to say, that whenever there has been any attempt 
made here to regulate this matter, it is the univer- 
sal complaint that some such objection as that 
offered by my friend from Kentucky, has been 
advanced. I am <corry that he has not taken up 
and supported this measure. 

Let me say, that the contractors that have here- 
tofore had the contract for carrying the mails be- 
tween Louisville and Evansville, as far down as 
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my district, have failed altogether to meet the York alone, one hundred and fifty-three mail mes- | to advance but to obstruct the free exercise of in- 
expectations of the people on the river. I have || sengers. Willsome gentleman, agreeing with the dividual sentiments. tall 
received a letter from the postmaster at Canaan, || present Administration, be good enough to tell the Now, sir, we are engaged in a process of chea ex} 
who informs me that notwithstanding they were || committee whatare the labors in which these mes- ening the postage service. We havealready reduced fiat 
entitled to sever: mails per week, they never got || sengersare employed? Will he define their duties | it to the lowest living standard. It is conceded on _e 
more than three. So that there was no regularity. || and explain to the country the necessity of these | all hands that we have reduced it to a point where ma 
Mr. MARSHALL, I would ask my friend | one hundred and fifty-three mail messengers in the | its self-existence is more than problematical, where eel 
how another contract would be beneficial? His | State of New York? The messengers about the | nobody expects that its current revéMues will cys. ~ 
contractors have failed. | departments here are subordinates, servants to the tain it. And here you find the Administratio, 2 
Mr. ALBERTSON, Something mustand should | clerks and the head of the department. Their busi- | while proposing this very reduction for the public re 
be done; although I do not think that this irregular- || ness is to carry matters from one Department to | welfare, making an exhib’ of an increase of Fy. a 
ity is at all the fault of the Postmaster General, or || another, and to perform the menial services of | ecutive patronage of two hundred per cent, jy pe" 
postmaster, as I believe they have done all they | those Departments. But why should there be scat- || single Department of this service in a single year “ 
could. During the recess, a gentleman engaged | tered through the State of New York one hundred | Now I have no objection to Mr. Fitumore’s oye;. = 
in manufactures in the West, informed me that he || and fifty-three messengers? coming Mr. Sewarp, if he has got the talent to do S 
had to wait six days for a letter, as it took that | Mr. PHCENIX. I should like to ask the gen- | it. I have no objection to his doing it; but I want . 
ume for the mail to get from Louisville toCanaan, | tleman whether he has applied to the Post Office | him to do it on his own merits, and not to employ © 
a distance of only seventy-eight miles. And let || Department for the information? _ the public Treasury to crush his rival. That js ue 
me say to my friend from Kentucky, thattheplan|| Mr. CARTTER. That is not answering my | in my humble judgment, the whole secret of this 7 
he has proposed for mail service between New apemen and I did not yield the floor for any | New York patronage movement. _ 
Orleans and Louisville, has never berefited the | Yankeeism to evade it. [ did not expect, when I The question was then taken on Mr. Cartren’; ps 
villages on the river, at least so far as my district | asked the friends of the Administration to explain | amendment, and it was not agreed to. ws: 
is concerned. And let me tell this committee that || to the country why this horde of political wranglers Mr. POTTER. I move to strike out from the a 
there is no section of this country that is so rap- || through New York State should be fed out of the | first line to the thirty-third line inclusive, as fo}. m 
idly increasing in population, and that these vil- || public Treasury, to be answered by the intelligent | lows: : 
lages are constantly springing up. Now, if you interrogatory, have you inquired at the Post Oifice | For compensation of three assistant Pestmasters Gene. ma 
give the mails to those splendid boats that run || Department? Yes, sir, you have the Postmaster | ral, clerks, messengers. assistant messengers, and waich. 
from New Orleans to Louisville, what will be the || General, his deputies scattered through the State || men of said Department, $95,900. 2% 
result? Why that these smaller points will be | of New York, mail contractors, twenty-three mail | Ofie bande ae. of the superintendent of the Post : 
overlooked—they will not stop to deliver the mails. | route agents, and now, superadded to that, one |) — «& por compensation of temporary clerks, $1,000. ss 
Something, os | have said, should be done to | hundred and fifty-three mail messengers in the ‘¢ For eentingent expenses of said Department, viz: Ti 
remedy this, and 1 do not know what will more | same State—an office unknown to the law. | “For blank books, binding, stationery, fuel for the Gen. ‘ 
effectually do this than the plan proposed bymy | | Mr. THU RMAN, Doves the gentleman put his we nt ir cade and candles, printing, |a- a 
friend from Tennessee. I think that his plan is | interrogatory for the purpose of obtaining inform- « For miscellaneous items, $809. ie 
decidedly the best that has been proposed. Look |! ation? “For repairs of the General Post Office building, for ' 
at the service between Cincinnati and Louisville. Mr. CARTTER. Yes; I do. | office furniture, glazing, and whitewashing, $1,500. oa 
There is no mail service in the country more ir- || Mr. THURMAN. I will then inform the gen- || disaeen el oe aan cae. area ger 
regularly attended to than that between those tleman that these messengers are appointed to || senger, in his office, £103,300. - 
places. Here is a section of country almost en- || carry the mails wherever the distance from the “ For contingent expenses, viz: blank books, binding, oni 
urely overlooked, and appeals have been made to railroad depot to the post-office exceeds eighty ers labor, printing, blanks, circulars, and funiture, ot 
the Postmaster General, requesting him to reme- || rods. It is not optional with the Postmaster Gen- eer ) , 3 : aa 
dy, and he has attempted to do it. || eral to appoint these men, but it is indispensably |) Mr. P. said: I do not wish to detain this con- a 
Mr. STANTON. I desire merely to say that || necessary according to law, mittee by any remarks, but I wish to call gen- tt 
since { have been in this Congress [ have received Mr. CARTTER. Well, sir, if the committee || tlemen’s attention to the fact, that in charging these ait 
my mails with noapproach to regularity; I generally | will give me their attention for a moment, I will || expenses to the Post Office Department, we are al 
receive a whole week’s mail in one bundle, and || show them how perfectly idle that answer is, and || doing what has never been done before since the bal 
sometimes for a longer time—and sometimes I | how utterly unfounded in fact. In 1849, the || formation of this Government. This bill provides wil 
do not get my mails for twenty days. What isthe | number of mail messengers in the State of New | that the sums appropriated for the service of the pee 
reason of this? lt is because on the river routes | York was fifty-three; in 1850 it is one hundred , Post Office Department shall be paid by the reve- va 
the mails are sent from point to point by transient | and fifty-three. | nues of the Department—the compensation of oa 
boats. Public attention has been called to this Mr. THURMAN. There are new railroads | three Assistant Postmasters General, and all the the 
subject, and my attention has been called to the | constantly going into operation in the State of || expenses of the management of the General Post the 
fact by a public meeting which has lately been || New York, and the increase of the number of Office in this city. I would also call attention to tril 
held at Memphis for the purpose of demanding || messengers is attributable to that fact. the fact, that last year a similar provision was con- es 
that the mail service shail be placed upon a differ- || Mr. CARTTER. The gentleman says that tained in this bill; that is to say, the appropriation up 
ent footing from what it has been heretofore, the increase of mail routes from 1849 to 1850 has | was made in the same way, but at that time the rat 
I have no friend interested in the matter—no con- | made it necessary to raise this tribe of mail mes- committee voted it out by a majority of two to me 
stituent that I imagine wishes to get the contract; | sengers from fifty-three to one hundred and fifty- | one. ‘These appropriations for the Post Office De- a 
I have no such object in view—my only object is three; that is to say, that the railroad routes in the | partment have always, heretofore, been placed in fay 
that the mail service should be placed on the best | State of New York have increased two hundred || the civil and diplomatic bill. If, therefore, it be the 
possible footing. And Iagree with my friend that | per cent. in twelve months, for that is the propor- stricken out of this bill, it will go back where tt ant 
some such basis as that proposed would be best. | tion of the increase. Now I know something of | has always hitherto been placed, and it is with this tai 
Mr. ALBERTSON, I Roni nothing of the | the history of railroads in the State of New York, | object that I have moved to strike out the portion re 
contract, and I do not know that I have any friend and I know that that is not true. There is not a | that I have mentioned. I hope the committee un- ner 
who desires to get a contract. The reason that | word of truth init. But there is an explanation | stands the question, and I have nothing more to a 
the present system works badly is in part owing | of this matter which it is more than probable is the | say, except that in voting to pay this appropriation hat 
to the fact that the postmaster at Louisville would | true one, and to it I should take no exception if || out of the general Treasury, instea oo. for 
go and make the lowest contract he could for taking | they would only support their political minions | priating the Post Office revenues, that it is buts 
each mail, perhaps paying ten dollars for each, | out of a political fund, instead of out of the public || Just arrangement, as the local post office is but for a 
Now these irregularities in the mail service is a | Treasury. There has been a strife going on fora , the accommodation of the whole people. It is just has 
crying evil in the coyntry; something should be | year or so past, in the State of New York, be- | a8 we appropriate sums of money out of the gen- ma 
done, and I call upon western members to assert tween two factions of the Whig party, based upon eneral ‘Treasury to support the Army and Navy, civ 
and demand their rights. | a rivalry between two Whig politicians. One | because they are required for the defence of the pre 
The Cenk then reported the first item of the bill. || party was first in power, and he employed all the || whole people. and 

« Por compensation of three Assistant Postmasters Gen- || patronage he could get to bolster up his faction in || Mr. BAYLY. I am opposed to the amendment of 
eral, clorks, messengers, assistant messengers, and watch- New York; but ‘*a change came o’er the spirit of | of the gentleman from Ohio. The object of the der 
inen, of said Department, §95,000.”” _ his dream:’’ he went out, and the other party came | Committee of Ways and Means in putting the ap- ang 
Mr. CARTTER said: | move to reduce the | in, and now, for the purpose of rivaling Lie ad- | propriation for the support of the General Post sha 
amount of that appropriation to $75,000; and Ido | versary, he, too, is supporting a number of his | Office here, into the Post Office bill, to take it out sir, 
itfor the purpose of bringing before the committee | friends out of the general Treasury to administer | of the revenues of the Department, is to set more the 
and the country an abuse that is very little under- to a local squabble. The political factions of New | clearly before the country the real expenses of the tot 
stood, and that is increasing to an alarming ex- | York are thus supporting their rivalry out of the | Post Office Department. This will enable the peo- hay 
tent. Any gentleman of the committee who will || general Treasury; and hence you see this enor- | ple of the country to see distinctly how much 's as 1 
look at the Postmaster General's report for the | mous increase in one class of officers in the course | paid out of the general Treasury, and how much L 
carrent fiscal year, wiil find that there are one hun- || of a single year. | 1s paid by the Post Office Department proper. the 
dred and fifty-three mail vp employed in || Now, Mr. Chairman, if this state of things is || he effort has been made ever since P have been no | 
the State of New York alone. he Government || to continue during the remainder of the life-time of | in Congress to mislead the country as to the act eXp 
in the first place enters into mail contracts with || this Administration, what will be the condition of || ual expenditures of the Post Office Departmen! to 
different contractors for conveying the mails from || our country when we get rid of it?) Your Treas- | Here are $200,000 and upwards, which lez't- tain 
post office to post office, they employ what are | ury will be bankrupt, and the face of the Republic || mately beleng to that Department, that havealways pro} 
denominated route agents to superintend the safety | will be spotted over with the minions and miscre- || been paid out of the public Treasury. And yet Offi 
of the mails on the way, and without authority, || ants of power put into offices in every quarter of the || in all the reports emanating from the Department and 
and without even apology, on the ground of ne- || country by the Executive, employed not to do ) in which they undertake to satisfy the country out 
cessity. There are in the single State of New |) public service, but to corrupt the gable mind—not i that the Post Office Department is more than sus- out 
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init 
“ enses of the Department here. I think that 
t 


fairness and honesty of legislation demand that 
every appropriation should be made in such a | 
manner that it will speak as far as posible for it- 
eeif, It is these views that have induced the Com- | 
mittee of Ways and Means to make the nee in 
the manner they have done. If the country decides 
that the Post Office Department should be put upon | 
hegeneral —— et them do it knowingly and 
ynderstandingly. Do not undertake to cheat the 
-ommunity into this thing without opening to them 
, palpable view of it. If there is any country 
on the earth, where seme should be so | 
famed as to make a clear exhibit to the country 
of the character of the expenditure, and its origin, 
and resources, it is a country likeours. We have 
already appropriated from the public Treasury | 
nearly $1,900,000 to support the new postage sys- 
tem. Well, if the country desires it- they will 
sustain it. But I do say this, then, after having 
made so large an appropriation for the Post Office 
Department we should be careful in voting an addi- | 
ional $250,000. It is known to this House that 
[am of opinion that there is eminent propriety in 
making the Post Office establishment sustain itself, 
and that there is no propriety in throwing it upon 
the general Treasury. When it is made to sup- 
yort itself, the precise class of the community 
which enjoys its advantages will pay for them. | 
They will pay for it in the exact ratio in which | 
they enjoy it. When it is put upon the Treasury 
they do not pay for it in the ratio in which they 
do enjoy it. 
More than half the people of the United States | 
who contribute to pay the taxes that supply the 
general Treasury, never read or receive a letter in | 
the course of a year. If you will’ take the great 
agricultural portion of the community, and even 
the wealthiest portions of it, very few persons 
will you find read or receive Jetters. Is there any 
propriety in taxing this class for the benefit of the | 
commercial and professional portion of the commu- 
nity? Lundertake to say that there is no agricultu- 
ral State in the Union in which an average of one 
half of the peopledo receive letters. Yet they con- 
wibute, without any reference to this fact, to the 
general Treasury. I do not think I can makemy | 
intention plainer than by repeating what J said just | 
now: that there is an eminent propriety in making 
the Post Office Department sustain itself, because 
those persons who receive its advantages will con- | 
iribute to it in the precise ratio in which they do 
receive those advantages; and when it is put 


upon the Treasury, they pay according to an equal | 


ratio of contribution to the Treasury. 1 have no 
more to say. 


Mr. VINTON said: Mr. Chairman, I am in || 


favor of the motion submitted by my colleague, 
the chairman of the committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, [Mr. Porrer,] and | have only 
to repeat what was said by him, that this provis- | 
ion in the bill is an attempt to introduce something 
new, and to change that which has been the ex- | 
isting practice of the Government ever since I 
have known anything of it. At all times hereto- | 
fore the expenses of defraying the Post Office De- 
partment—that is to say, the salaries of the Post- 
master General, and his deputies, and his clerks— 
has always been embraced in the civil and diplo- | 
matic bill, and have been considered a part of the 
avil and diplomatic expenses of the Government, 
precisely as the salaries of the Secretary of War, 
and the clerks in the War Department are a part 
ot those expenses. You might just as well un- 
dertake to say that the salaries of the Secretaries 
and clerks of the War and Navy Departments 
shall be charged upon those Departments. Now, | 
sr, at all times heretofore it has been the case that | 
‘hese Executive officers, from the President down | 
'o the lowest clerks in either of these Departments, 
have been considered, treated, and appropriated for 
tsa part of the civil list of the country. 
lt will be remembered that the proposition of 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayty] saves | 
ho money. It does not propose to diminish the | 
*xpenses of the Department. It does not propose | 
0 diminish the tax upon the country for sus-| 
‘ming the Department in any way. Bat it is a | 
roposal that instead of the expenses of the Post | 
Office Department being, like the War and Navy, 
«ad other Departments of the Government, paid 
‘ut of the general revenues of the country, and 
cut of the general Treasury, shall be ed 


»¢ itself, no notice whatever is taken of the | 


| the country. 





upon the income of the Post Office Department. 
Now, sir, what will be the effect if you charge 
the expenses of this Department, amounting, I 
believe, to some $80,000 or $100,000, on the in- 
come and receipts of the Post Office Department? 
The effect will be that you will diminish the mail 
service precisely to that extent, unless you go to 
the general Treasury to make up the deficiency. 
And, sir, if there is to be a diminution of the mail 
service, where will it fall? Why, sir, it will fall 
upon the western country—upon that portion of 
the country in tae South and West where the 
Department does not sustain itself. North of 
here, in the commercial sections of the country, 
the Post Office Department now sustains itself, 
and more than sustains itself. It not only sustains 
itself, but it pays the expenses, or covers the defi- 
ciency, of the southern and western country. Of 
course, therefore, if there is to be any diminution 
of the mail service of the country in consequence 
of this change, it will be to cut down the mail 
service and the mail advantages of the people of 
thiscountry. Where willitfall? It will fall upon 
the people of the southern and western country; 
in other words it will fall upon those sections of 
the country which do not support the expenses of 
the mail facilities. 

Now, I am opposed to this proposition, and in 
favor of the motion of my colleague ta strike 
itout. I am for letting this thing stand, as it 
always has been; and if the motion of my colleague 
[Mr. Potrer] prevails, it will be left to stand as 
it has hitherto stood. This question, as is well 
known, was debated here very much at large at 
the last session of Congress. And this proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Virginia was then voted 
down by a very large majority of this House. I 
believe | have nothing more to say upon this sub- 
ject. But before sitting down | will, at the request 
of the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, move that the committee rise, in order 
that he may offer a resolution to stop debate. 

The question was taken on the motion to rise, 
and it was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the chairman of the committee 
reported progress. ‘ 

Mr.. BAYLY offered the usual resolution to 
stop debate in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union in fifteen minutes after the 
House shall have again resolved itself into com- 


mittee on the Post Office appropriation bill; and it | 


was agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. JONES, the rules were sus- 
pended and the House again resolved itself into 
Committee, of the Whole on the state of Union, 
| (Mr. Tompson, of Mississippi, in the chair.) 
Mr. JONES. Mr. Chrirman, I understand the 


motion before the committee is to strike out so | 


much of this bill as makes provision out of the 
post office fund for the payment of the officers of 
the General Post Office, except the Postmaster 
General, The gentleman from Ohio,[Mr. Viv- 
Ton,} who last addressed the committee, is in favor 
of this amendment; and he advocated it with refer- 
ence tothe Army and Navy—that because they are 
paid from the common Treasury,so should the ex- 
penses of the Post Office Department be. Sir, we 
all know, and no one better than that gentleman, 
that those two branches of the public service are, 
always have been, and ever will be, supported out 
of the general Treasury—supported by taxes upon 
They have no means of making 
money to defray their expenses. It was not de- 
sired or intended that these two branches of the 
public service should meet their own expenses. 
On the gontrary, the Post Office was established 
for the benefit of those who received their commu- 
nications and mailable matter through that chan- 
nel, It has always been the avowed policy, at 
least of Congress, that this branch of the public 

service should be sustained from its own revenues. 


of postage for that Department, to enable it to 


meet its own current expenses. Now, sir, I can | 
see no good reason why the expenses incurred | 


in carrying on the whole establishment should not 
be paid out of its own revenues. Sir, there is but 
one other branch of this Government, I believe, 
where they collect fees; which branch is not inclu- 
ded in your appropriation bills, but is made a self- 
sustaining Department. I refer to the Patent Of- 
| fice fund. The salary of the Commissioner and 
| all the clerks, examiners, and officers employed 
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Congress has, from time to time, prescribed rates | 


in and about the Patent Office, arepaid,as I think, 
out of the Patent Office fund. Sir, the gentleman 
from Ohio, (Mr. Porrer,} among other things 
which he has referred to upon this floor, when 
speaking of the Post Office, referred to the fact 
that there is a deficiency in the Post Office fund 
which occurs in the southern and western States, 
and that in the northern States they pay more 
postage than the establishment costs—than the 
transportation, the salaries of the postmasters, 
and everything else in that part of the country, 
costs them. 
Now, sir, if we are to have an account current 
stated between the States—if that is to be the 
policy—and every State is to have only as much 
money expended within its limits as is collected 
there, | extend to the gentleman my hand, and 
will meet him upon that ground. { will go into 
the thing cordially and heartily, and will carry it 
out in good faith. I suppose, sir, in the State in 
which | live, there has occurred a small and insig- 
nificant deficiency in the amount of postages re- 
ceived when compared with the cost of the trans- 
portation of the mails and the compensation of thy 
postmasters in that State. What becomes of the 
$1,600,000 which the people of Tennessee pay an- 
nually, according to the estimates of the last report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, under the tariff 
| system of this country? I ask, what becomes of 
this sum, which the people of Tennessee contribute 
to the support of this Government? Is there 
$100,000 returned, to be expended among them 
through the appropriations of this Government? 
I venture the assertion, that there is not $100,000 
out of the whole sum of $1,600,000 which the 
people of Tennessee have paid, that is expended 
within her limits; and this you will find by look- 
ing at the reports of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Yet we are continually told that this isa State 
which does not pay her quota of the expenses of 
the Post Office establishment. Sir, were we to have 
expended in Tennessee all her people pay to this 
Government, we should have more than a million 
and a half of dollars annually appropriated more 
than wehave. But you scatter this money which 
she ought to receive, under the rule laid down by 
the friends of low postage; upon the Atlantic const— 
upon rivers outside of her limits; you scatter the 
money upon the Army and Navy, which should 
go to pay the deficiency of this very Post Office 
Department itself. Sir, if we were to get expended 
within our borders one half of the money we pay 
into the public coffers, our State would be, in a 
pecuniary point of view, situated far different 
from what she isat this time. Yet, notwithstand- 
ing the enormous burdens imposed upon her by 
the Government, I am proud to say, she is a pros- 
Sncoge and thriving State. I say, if we should 
nave the money expended there which we pay, 
we shonld have a different state of affairs; even 
taking into consideration her present prosperous 
condition. But, sir, suppose we do say, as the 
Committee of Ways and Means provide in this 
bill, that this appropriation should be paid out of 
the Post Office fund. Ifa deficiency occurs in the 
Post Office Department, ns there will, will you not 
| appropriate the money to pay that deficiency out 
| of the Treasury of the country? The gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Porrer,] the chairman of the 
Post Office Committee, who makes this motion to 
strike out, reported a bill, which has passed 
through this House, appropriating $1,500,600 out 
of the Treasury to meet the deficiency in the Post 
Office fund. Sir, I can see no aud teabin why 
this amendment should be made, and why this 
appropriation should be'stricken out of this bill— 
| or why the source from which this deficiency is to 
| be paid should be changed or altered in the least. 
| 1 hope that you will not adopt this amendment; 
and I hope that this expenditure will be charged 
to the Post Office; and when a deficiency occurs, 
| let us show to the country what the Post Office is 
doing. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY. I rise for the purpose 
of simply remarking, that this seems to be a con- 
troversy about nothing. This money has to be 
paid. It is a mere question whether we shall take 
the money out of one fund or another. I do not 
see why we should make a great fuss about wheth- 

er this amount shall be charged to one fund or an- 
|other. Both funds belong to the United States, 
and whether it is charged to one or the other, is a 
| matter of too little importance to oceupy our at- 
| tention for a single moment. There is no dispute 
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about the amount to be paid, and as both funds 
belong to the Treasury, it is in either event paid 
out of the Treasury of the United States. I hope, 
sir, that this amendment will not be adopted, but 
that the bill will pass as reported by the commit- 
tee. 

The reason which strikes me for passing this 
bill in its present shape, is this, that by doing so, 
you will eon all the expenses of the Post Office 
Department together. There should be no neces- 
sity—if any gentleman should want to inquire and 
ascertain the amount of the expenses of that De- 
panera his going to different places and 
vunting up different accounts, to be added together 
to get the result. It would be better if he could 
go to one place and see the entire expense in one 
account. Insuch acase, the search could be made 
without any difficulty whatever. But even if 
there is nothing in this, still there can be nothing 
in the suggestion of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads, and still less 
in the argument of his colleague from Ohio, [Mr. 
Vinron,| who, I believe, upon this occasion has 
raade an argument that I should think he would 
not be very willing to have go before his constitu- 
ents, although it is the only one in his life, as far 
as | know, that he has ever made, that he would 
have any reason to suppress. 

The question now being upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Peettiidie 

‘Tellers were demanded and ordered, and Messrs. 
Sweerser and Hattoway were appointed. The 
question was then taken, and the aon reported— 
ayes 69, noes 37—no quorum voting. 

Mr. BAYLY. Call the roll. 

The CHAIRMAN said it required only ten 
more to make a quorum. 

Cries of ‘* Call the roll!’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Do gentlemen insist upon 
a call of the roll? 

Mr. BAYLY. I insist upon it. 

The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MEADE. I wish to answer to my name. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was the gentleman from 
Virginia within the bar when his 
called? 

Mr. MEADE. 
ment after. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia was too late. 

Mr. MEADE. Does the Chair refuse to call 
my name? 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman was not 
in the Hall when his name was called, the Chair 
decides that his name cannot be recorded at pres- 
ent. 

Mr. MEADE. Then I appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON. It has been the uni- 
versal practice of the House to allow a member to 
answer to his name if he came in before the call of 
the roll had been completed. 

Mr, STRONG. I submit that no appeal can 
be taken from the decision of the Chair. The 
committee is without a quorum, 

‘The CHAIRMAN then directed the following 
rule to be read: 

** 196, Whenever the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, or the Committee of the Whole House, 
finds itself without a quorum, the chairman shall cause the 
roli of the House to be called, and thereupon the committee 
shall rise, and the chairman sivall report the names of the 


absentees to the House, which shail be entered on the 
journal.’*— December 18, 1847. 


Mr. MEADE. 
I was absent when the committee rose. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman was ab- 
sent when his name was called. 


I was not, but came in a mo- 


name was 


lL appeal to the Chair whether | 





Mr. MEADE. Thatis not the rule; the rule is, | 


that the chairman shall report these who are, 


absent when the committee rises. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair decides that if 
a gentleman is not here when his name is called 
he is to be considered as absent. 

Mr, MEADE. I appeal from the decision. 

Mr. JONES. The Chair cannot entertain a 
motion while there is no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
cided. 

Mr. MEADE. 


I appeal from that decision. 
[Laughter. } 


he Chair has so de- 
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leged question. 
ee by the chairman of the Committee of the 
h 


ole as an absentee when I-was present before 
the committee rose. 


I submit that I was improperly 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman is reported 
' as being present. 

Mr. MEADE. I am satisfied. 

The SPEAKER. The roll has been called, and 


a quorum found present. 

I'he House again went into Committee of the 
W hole. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that when the com- 
mittee rose the motion pending was that of the 
gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Porrer. | ; 

Mr. VINTON said he wished the committee 
to take notice, that if these items were stricken out, 
they would go into the civil and diplomatic bill. 


The tellers (Messrs. Sweerser and Hatz- | 


Loway) resumed their places; and the question 
being taken, the tellers reported—ayes 73, noes 
oU 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. POTTER said he had another amendment | 
He moved to strike out from the bill | 


to offer. 
the following: 


‘ For transportation of the mails in two steamships from | 
| New York, by Southampton, to Bremen, at $100,000 for | 
each ship, under the contract with the Ocvan Steam Navi- | 


gation Company ot New York; and for transportation by 
two ships, under the same contract, trom New York to 
Havre, at $75,000 cach, in addition to unexpended balance 
of former appropriations, $257,000.” 


Mr. P. said he nioved to strike out that section | 


of the bill because it was ambiguous. It was im- 
possible, in his opinion, to tell the amount which 
was intended to appropriate by the section. 


Mr. JONES said that this was in accordance 
with the estimates sent by the Post Office Depart- || 


ment to the committee. 


Mr. POTTER said it was none the more lucid | 
He did not understand the | 


on that account. 
amount to be appropriated by this section of the 
bill, If any member of the Committee of Ways 


and Means would explain, he would give way tor | 


that purpose. 


Mr. JONES said an appropriation was made for | 


one contract of $200,000, for another contract of 
$150,000. ‘Taking out the balance which remains 


‘ unexpended from a former appropriation, leaves 


$267,000, which this bill makes appropriation for. 

Mr. POTTER desired to know how the sum of 
$267,000 was made out. 

Mr. JONES said, the amount to be paid to carry 
out the two contracts for which this section of the 
bill provides, was $350,000. ‘There was an unex- 
pended appropriauon of $83,000. 
from the $350,000 leaves $267,000, which is the 
amount appropriated in this section of the bill. 


Mr. BAYLY had nothing to add to what his | 


colleague upon the Committee of Ways and Means 
{Mr. Jones] had said. This appropriation was 


in accordance with the estimates made by the Post || 
Office Department, and the explanation of the gen- | 


teman from Tennessee showed precisely what 
was to be understood by it. There was no am- 
biguity in the matter. 


The question now being upon the motion of |) 


Mr. Porrer, he asked for tellers; but they were 
not ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was disagreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, offered the fol- 


| lowing amendment: 


Be it further enacted, That the Postmaster General be 
hereby required to contract tor the carrying of the mails 


between Louisville and New Orleans, and the intermediate || 


points, by such line or lines of steamboat: a8 shall be es- 
tablished for the purpose, and with the capacity of running 
with regularity and certainty at all seasons of the year upon 
the various sections of the Ohio and Mississippi rivers; 
and so soon as such lines can be put in operation, it shall 
no longer be lawful tosend the mails, as at present, by tran- 
sient boats not contracting for the regular carriage of the 
same. 


Mr. S. said he thought it hardly possible for the 


‘amendment to be adopted, after the experience 


The committee then rose, and the Speaker hav- | 


ing resumed the Chair, the chairman reported the 
absentees, : 


Mr. MEADE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privi- 


we have had to-day of the division which exists 


| among the western men upon this floor. He, 
however, wished a vote taken upon it. 
Mr. BAYLY rose to a point of order. The 


amendment provided for the establishment of post 
routes. He submitted that it was not in order. 
The CHAIRMAN decided the motion to be 
out of order, 
Mr. STANTON said he would have to take an 


appeal. He thought i properly belonged te the 


post office bill. It merely directed the 
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| expediting the mails. mode of 
{| he CHAIRMAN said the object of this bil 
|| was to make provision for carrying on the mail 
| service. The amendment of the gentleman fron 
Tennessee provided for the establishment of 2 
| offices and post roads. The Chair had decided 
_the amendment to be out of order. From tha 
decision the gentleman from Tennesssee haq ap. 
|| pealed. 
PThe question was taken, and the decision of the 
Chair was sustained. 

Mr. PENN offered the following amendment. 

* For the transportation of the mail between Lo 
and New Orleans, touching at Evansville, Carrollton, Heo. 
derson, Cairo, Memphis, Vicksburg. Natchez, Bayou Sar, 
Baton Rouge, and all intermediate | oin's, seven times Pseh 
way per week, by steam vessels under the employment 9 
the Postmaster General, and for fourteen mail me , 
$100,000.*? 

Mr. JONES rose to a point of order, The 
amendment was not in order, for the same reason 
for which the amendment just offered by the oe. 
tleman from Tennessee {Mr. Sranton] had bes: 
ruled out of order. 

Mr. MARSHALL said it was only a provision, 
directing the transportation of the mail. 

The CHAIRMAN said the point of order which 
was made was, that it directs the number of mail 
which shall be carried. 

Mr. JONES said there was also another poin, 
| which he made. It was, that it provides for foyy. 
_ teen additional messengers. 

The CHAIRMAN decided, that as the amen. 
ment stood he must rule it out of order. 

Mr. PENN said he would strike out the word 
‘¢ messengers.’ 

Mr. JONES said the amendment would stil! bs 
| out of order, upon the ground that it prescribes the 
number of times the mail was to be carried, 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 
| order. 

Mr. MARSHALL appealed from that decision 

The CHAIRMAN explained the ground upon 
which the amendment was decided out of order, 

The question was taken, Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee 
and decided in the affirmative. 

So the amendment was ruled out of order. 

Mr. POTTER offered the following amené- 
ment: 


MisVille 


Ssengers, 








|| That the Postmaster General is hereby authorized 
|| allow hereafter, to the special agents of the Post Office 
| Department, the same amount of salary as is allowed tothe 
principal clerks of the Post Office Department.” 


Mr. JONES rose to a point of order. He 
thought the amendment out of order. It had 
nothing to do with this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN decided the amendment 
be in order. It provided for carrying out existing 
laws. 


Mr. POTTER, 


I offer this amendment for 
the purpose of doing justice to that very important 
| class of agents connected with the Post Office De 
| partment, It is to increase the pay of the special 
| mail messengers for looking into the depredations 
| which are made upon the mails. It provides for 
increasing their salaries from $1,000 and $2 per day 
for their expenses, to $1,600 per annum and the 


| 

; 

| same sum 0 per day to pay their expenses. 

| Mr. JONES (interrupting) rose to a point of 
order. He thought it was not in order to increas 


| 
| 
| 


the pay of these persons from $1,000 to $1,600, 1" 
| esmuch as it altered the rates now establised by 
aw. 
The CHAIRMAN decided the amendment 
_ be in oreer. 
Mr. POTTER (resuming) said the salaries of 
these messengers are not stflicient to suppor 
them. Many of them have families to suppor 
| They are among the most important officers con 
nected with the Post Office Department. If thet 
salaries are not increased, you will have to dit 
| pense with the best men connected with the De 
ment. I am not for high salaries, but I think 
“it but right to give the laborer the worth of hs 
| hire. These agents aremen of a, = = 
c laces of great responsibility. ey 
| obliged. to go night and any, rain ind shine; n° 
matter what may be the weather, they are bound 
to go. I think $1,000 and ¢2per day for ther 
| expenses, is wholly inadequate to their suppor 
especially to support those of them who have fat 


} 


ilies. I the amendment will be ad . 
| Mr. JONES. I think thesalaries of agents 
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were fixed about the last year in theadministration 
of Mr. Tyler. It was fixed at $1,000 a year and $2 
ver day to cover their expenses. Then they travel 
upon all the public thoroughfares over which the 
mail is carried—upon railroad, steamboat, and 
stages, and $2 per day will more than cover their 
expenses. 

A Voice. 
js not carried ? 2 : 

Mr. JONES. They have no business on lines 
over Which the mail is not carried. I think this is 
ample compensation. 1 venture to say, that if this 
compensation 18 not raised, there will not a single 
one of them abandon theemployment. I do not 
hesitate to say, that I can find in ten days fifty 
thousand persons who would be glad to accept the 
situation—as good men, too, as they.’ _ 

Mr. MATTESON. I would like to inquire of 
thechairman of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads what is the number of these agents? 

Mr. POTTER was understood to say that there 
were eight of them. 

The CHAIRMAN said all debate was out of | 
order. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Por- 
rer’s amendment by tellers, (Messrs. Strone and 
Buitarp acting,) and resulted—ayes 45, noes 75. 
So the amendment was disagreed to, 


Mr. ALBERTSON offered the following amend- 
ment: 

For defraying the expenses of a daily steamboat mail 
line between Louisville and New Orleans, $100,000. 

The CHAIRMAN decided the amendment to 
be out of order, on the ground that it was not for 
carrying into effect the existing laws in relation to 
the mail service. 

Mr. MARSHALL said he had another amend- 
ment, Which he offered for the purpose of reaching 
the same point, and which he believed to be in 
order. 

The amendment is as follows: 





How on lines over which the mail 


For the transportation of the mail between St. Louis aud 
Louisville and New Orleans, touching at Evansville, Car- | 
rollton, Henderson, Cairo, Memphis, Vicksburg, Natchez, 
Bayou Sara, Baton Rouge, and all other intermediate points, 
$100,000. 

Mr. JONES rose to a point of order. The 
amendment prescribed the kind of service upon a 
mail route, and therefore cannot be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN decided the amendment to 


be out of order. 


Mr. MARSHALL said he would modify his | 
amendment to read as follows: i 


For the transportation of the mail between St. Louis 
and Louisville and New Orleans, touching at Evansville, 
Carrollton, Henderson, Cairo, Memphis, Vicksburg, Natch- | 
ez, Bayou Sara, Baton Rouge, and all other intermediate 
points, $100,000. 


Mr. JONES thought the amendment would not | 


be then in order,. for it still prescribes the route 
which this bill has no right to do. 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment to be | 
in order. 

Mr. JONES appealed from the decision of the | 
Chair. It prescribes the route, and has: no busi- 
hess in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. STRONG desired to state another point of 
order. The amendment was to the paragraph of 
the bill which provides for the transportation of 
the mail, and inasmuch as the committee have al- | 
ready passed that paragraph, it would not be in 
order to amend it. 

The CHAIRMAN said the point of the gentle- | 
man from Pennsylvania (Mr. Strone] was cor- 
recl, except in cases where the whole bill consist- 
ed of a single section. This bil, was one of that 
character, and therefore any portion of it could 
be amended at one time as well as another, while 
the bill was open to amendment. 

Mr. STRONG suggested that the bill was being | 
read by paragraphs. 

The CHAIRMAN decided the amendment to | 
be in order. 
Mr. STRONG appealed from that decision. | 


The CHAIRMAN said the gentlemen from 
Kentucky (Mr. Marswat1] had offered an amend- 
ment making provision for the transportation of 
the mail over a known route, recognized under the 
laws of the Government. The Chair decided the 
amendment to be in order; from this decision the 
ar from Pennsylvania [Mr. Strona] ap- 
peals, 

The question being, Shall the decision of the | 

r stand as the judgment of the committee? 
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| So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 
| Mr. MARSHALL. I can say all I desire in 
| a fewsentences. I have no disposition to consume 
time im debate, as I know well how precious is 
the remaining time of Congress. I want the 
amendment to pass, because it will indicate the 
| wish of Congress, that the officer superintending 
the post office branch of public service shall ap- 
| propriate some aRIERon name PRION Sa 
of the revenues of the post office to the accommo- 
dation of the people of the southern and western 
country. Look at this bill. It appropriates 
$100,000 to each ship which carries the mail from 
New York to Bremen; $75,000 to each ship that 
| carries the mail from New York to Havre. The 
| committee will surely not deem my demand un- 
reasonable to have $100,000 for the service from 
| Louisville to New Orleans. The distance is near- 
| ly as great as from our seaboard te those Euro- 
| pean ports, and the voyage is more laborious and 
perilous. Sir, [am not disposed to complain of 
the administration of the Post Office Department 
unnecessarily, but I do not understand a good 
reason why so little of the revenues of that De- 
partment is afforded to the line from New Orleans 
to Louisville. I do not understand the philosophy 
which prefers an expenditure of the means of 


| this Department to facilitate intercourse between 


New York and Europe, rather than to afford 
| means of intercourse between our own people. | 
| see, by reference to the Post Ojfice report, that 
| about $70,000 are paid for the transportation of 
the mail from Aquia creek to this city, (about 
fifty miles.) Yet, not half that sum is given to 
the whole service from Louisville to New Orleans, 
though there are more cities, towns, population, 
,and valuable interests in the last-named region, 
along the river, than are served by the mail to 
| this city to which I have referred. Again: the 
| mail is carried from the East to the West as far 
as the Ohio twice a day—I believe as far as Cincin- 
nati. This enables the merchants of Boston, 
| New York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore, to cor- 
| respond regularly and rapidly with their western 
customers. From Louisville the direction of trade 
changes towards the South, and from the point 
where this occurs, you bid farewell to mail facili- 
| ties—indeed, the little service we have is irregular 

and tinequal to the public wants, and may be 
said to be in a state of utter disorganization. 

The Postmaster General now permits $100 per 
trip to be paid to steamers departing from Louis- 
vilie and New Orleans twice a week—the other trips 
These latter trips do not supply intermedi- 
ai points, save two or three. It is not unusual 
for letters t be in the mail two weeks on the Ohio 
between points which are within a day’s ride of 
each other. My proposition contemplates a change 
in the service, thus: a mail shall depart from New 
Orleans and Louisville every day, and shall sup- 
| ply all the important intermediate points. For 
this service we will pay $100 to the carrier, as | 
learn the service will be performed for this com- 
pensation. This will require fourteen boats, or 
| $1,400 per week—say $73,000 per annum. To 
facilitate the service, each of these vessels shall 
have a route agent on board to arrange the way 
mails, to see to the delivery of the mail at the 
proper points, to take charge of way-letters, and 
to superintend the proper execution of the service. 
Such messengers are multiplied on the New York 
routes, until the number has attracted animadver- 
sion here, and I do not perceive why they cannot 
be given on our rivers. Fourteen route agents 
could be employed at $14,000. In my opinion, 
this plan wouid prove satisfactory to our people 
and economical to the Department. 


|| The objection is heard that this is a requisition 
for more money than the Department has asked. | 


If the Department, in the disposition of its reve- | 


nue, never does ask for an appropriation for the 
| Service in question, the concession to this objection 
| will postpone our wants indefinitely. 


revenue arising from the Post Office, and is an en- 
| dorsement by Congress of the distribution of 
| means, as made by the head of that Department 
} 





of Government. wants of the lower Ohio and 


anna are not properly regarded in that distribu- 
tion which is pr 


| and now, to rectify it, and to express the will of 
subject. 


Congress on that 
| the House will agree to my amendment. 


e bill | 
upon your table appropriates merely from the | 
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was taken, and resulted—ayes 70,noes notcounted. || Mr. STRONG. 


| matter. 
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I am opposed, Mr. Chairman, 
to the proposition of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, Mr. Manrsmautr,] who proposes to add 
$100,000 for the transportation of the mails—that 
is the substance of his proposition. 

Mr. MARSHALL. [It comes out of the reve- 
nues of the Department. 

Mr. STRONG. Exactly. We have now al- 
ready, in a part of the bill over which we have 
passed, in the paragraph between lines thirty-four 
and thirty-six, which makes an appropriation for 
the transportation of the mails throughout the Uni- 
ted States on every rqyte on which the mails are 
now transported, of $3,476,000. That is all, 1 un- 
derstand, that is asked for by the Department for 
the transportation of the mails over every route. 

Mr. BAYLY. Every cent they ask. 

Mr. STRONG. We are now asked to adopt 
an amendment to this bill appropriating $100,000 
for the transportation of the mail more than is 
asked for by this Department. Why is that? 
We are asked, to be sure, to designate me place at 
which the boats that transport the mails shall pass. 
Inasmuch as we have already appropriated all that 
is asked for by the Department for every route in 
the United States, including the route which the 
gentleman from Kentucky speaks of, 1 am at a 
loss to perceive why we should add $100,000 to 
that appropriation. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Take it from the appro- 
priation given to foreign lines, 

Mr. STRONG. Cui bono? In answer to the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Marswat,] so 
far as my observation extends to foreign lines, I 
am as much opposed to these foreign lines as any 
man upon this floor. Iwas among the earliest op- 
ponents of appropriations to these lines ina former 
Congress. But the gentleman proposes to take it 
off from one of these contracts. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I will ask the gentleman, 
what sort of an appropriation is that, where only 
two mails a week are provided? 

Mr. STRONG. If this amendment is to in- 
crease the service, and to makea different arrange- 
ment with the service, it is out of order. I cannot 
perceive the necessity which exists in this case for 
providing this additional amount, and I hope the 
amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. ALBERTSON was making some remarks 
to show why the additional appropriation was ne- 
cessary, when 

The CHAIRMAN said that the gentleman from 
Indiana was not in order unless he should offer an 
amendment. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, offered an 
amendment to the amendment, increasing the ap- 
propriation $200,000. 

Mr. S. said: Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Srrone} seems not 
to understand the precise object of this amend- 
ment. It is nearly the same in substance, al- 
though somewhat different, from the one which I 
first presented, with the concurrence of several 
gentlemen in the House whose constituents are in- 
terested in the matter. The great object, as you 
very well know; coming from the valley of the 


| Mississippi as you do, is to secure to that section 
| of the country such transportation of the mails 


as will accomplish something for the benefit 

of that region. <As it is now, the situation 

of things there is a disgrace to the Post Office De- - 
partment. I do not pretend to bring any charge 

against the present head of that Department, for 

this has been the case during the whole term of 
service for the last six years. 

There has not been a year when 1 have been 
home among my constituents, that I have not 
heard the greatest complaints in regard to this very 
I stated here a little while ago, that [ 
never received papers and letters from my own 
district by the mails, but what I received the 
mails of a whole week, and sometimes more than 
a week. It all arises from the condition of the 
river mails, It must be manifest that the House 
has made this appropriation, not to call the atten- 


tion of the Postmaster General to this subject, but 


to make it obligatory upon him to give the popu- 
lation upon the Mississippi river and its principal 
branches such facilities in reference to the carry- 


_ing of the mails as will secure a regular supply of 
sed, and it is my object, here || 


I hope, earnestly, that || 


mail matter to the different points on the river. [ 
think it is plain—it must be plain—after what has 
been said, that it will reanlt in no increased ex- 


|| penditure. It is a notorious fact, that throughout 
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the whole western country, one tenth of the let- 
ters from mercantile men on the Mississippi river 
are now carried outside of the mails. 
never get them into the mails until you give them 
something like mail facilities, or something that is 
worthy of being called by that name. 

Mr. ALBERTSON, (interposing. ) 
tleman from ‘Tennessee |Mr. Stanton] will allow 
me, | would simply remark, that my attention was 
called to this fact, by information which I have re« 
ceived from wholesale merchants in New Orleans. 
Instead of putting their letters into the mails, they 
give them to individuals, who carry them to their 
destination. 

Mr. STANTON, 
to a very great extent 

Mr. STRONG, (interposing.) I desire to ask 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Stanton] 
whether it is a proper place in this bill to regu- 
late the number of stile a week that shall be car- 
ried throughout the United States over the exist- 
ing routes? 

Mr. STANTON. Since some allusion has 
been made, in the course of the debate, to affect 
the branch of the mail service connected with the 
mail steamers, I am sorry that I have not had an 
opporentty of saying anything upon the subject. 
{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BURT. I think it must be obvious to the 
committee, that the amendment of the honorable 
gentieman from Keatucky (Mr. Marsnatr] is of 
the most extraordinary character. It seeks to 
make an appropriation for an object which the 
Postmaster General has submitted no estimate 
for whatever. More than that, it seeks to do the 
most extraordinary thing, that of directing, by an 
act of Congress, that officer in the performance of 
his public duties. Now, sir, I must say that I am 
unwilling, in any case, unless the most flagrant 
necessity shall be made manifest for it, to direct, 
by the mandatory act of this House, one officer ot 
this Government to do an act which, in his opin- 
ion, it is inexpedient for him to do. That is the 
whole question, sir. There are routes, I have no 
doubt, in many of the States of this Union, which 
could be established, which would conduce very 
much to the public convenience, and which mem- 
bers of Congress would extremely desire to see 
established and put into operation. There are 
such in my own section of the country. Who 
ever heard of such a monstrous proposition as 
that Congress should issue its mandate to the 
Postmaster General, directing him to do what he 
thinks is not required by the public service, and 
which, in his opinion, it is highly inexpedient to 
do? I trust that the committee will not for a mo- 
ment entertain this proposition, however conve- 
nient it may be to the constituents of the honorable 
gentlemen who represent them ap this floor. 
As to these gentlemen, I cannot he 
the zeal with which they look after the interests 
of their constituents; but those of us who are sit- 
uated differently have other duties to perform, 
and I trust we shall perform them. 

Mr. THOMAS moved that the committee rise. 

{Loud cries of ** No!’’ **no!’’} 

A division being demanded, the question was 
then taken, and resulted—ayes 30, noes 89. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. STANTON, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. BOWLIN offered an amendment to the 
amendment, to insert the words ‘*St. Louis ”’ 
immediately preceding ‘* Louisville.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, if this amendment is to pass, 
there is as much necessity for this mail connection 
at St. Louis as there is for any Other town in the 
West, as it is one of the largest commercial towns 


I know that to be the fact 


and one of the most important in the whole West. | 


If the connection is made by putting in these 
words, the Postmaster Gentral 

the connection at Cairo, on the line leading from 
Louisville to New Orleans, distant about two 
hundred miles from St. Louis. I trust if the 
amendment is to pass, that the amendment which 
I have offered may be adopted, in order to secure 
the benefits of this route to St. Louis. 

Mr. MEADE. 
me also add ‘* Wheeling to Pittsburg.” 

Mr. BOWLIN. I do notapprehend the wit of 
the gentleman in taking those towns which are 
not connected with St. Louis. 

Mr. HAMPTON. There is a daily mail from 
Pittsburg and Wheeling to Louisville. 


ou can | 


If the gen- | 


p commending 


is enabled to make | 


If St. Louis is to be added, let | 





ning a similar line, connecting with the line at 
Cairo which connects the Louisville and New Or- 
leans. St. Louis, as | have already remarked, is 
one of the most important cities of the West, and 
if you are to increase the appropriation for mail 
service which will benefit other cities of the West, 

| she is equally entitled to a share in the benefits 

| which will accrue from increased mail facilities. 
She is certainly a more prominent commercial city 
than any of the West, and I think she ought not 
to be neglected. 


Mr. BAYLY said: I do not mean to say that | 


all the estimates which come from the Department 
| ought to be adopted as a matter of course; but I 
do not know of anything which is more unsafe 
than for this House to undertake to force upon 
the Department a larger amount of money than 
they have asked for. 


not dictate to the Post Office Department. Now, 


| nobody who understands the effect of this amend- | 


ment can doubt that it is purely an administrative 
measure. 
is proper that the quality of that service should 
be increased, doubtiess the Postmaster General 
will do it. ‘his is not an administrative branch 
of Government, and I do not think we ought 
to set ourselves as dictators upon what we have 
no legal right to dictate. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Bow.tn’s 
motion, and it was agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon Mr. Mar- 
SHALL’s amendment as amendment. 


Mr. FEATHERSTON moved to insert in the || 


| amendment Prior’s Point, Delta, and Bolivia. 
Mr. F. said: I have proposed this amendment 
in order that there may be nothing left to the dis- 
cretion of the Postmaster General. If gentlemen 
intend that a sum of money shall be appropriated 
for the transportation of the mail between these 
given points, and the object is to supply the offi- 
_ces upon both sides of the river with mail facili- 
| ties, it is important that those places which I 
have provided for in my amendment should be 


| inserted; for the proposition as it now stands | 


leaves it discretionary with the Postmaster Gen- 
| eral whether to insert these places or not. 
are from twenty to forty offices on the Missis- 
| sippi river which will be omitted as the proposi- 
| tion now stands, and which ought to be embraced 
| if the proposition is adopted. I suppose the ob- 


ment that nothing may be left to the Postmaster 
| General’s discretion—that the proposition may 
carry its object upon its face. 

Mr. MARSHALL said: I am opposed to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Mississippi, 
| (Mr. Fearnerston.}| 1 do not wish to be misun- 
| derstood by the committee, and do not intend to 

be misunderstood by the country in relation to 
| this matter, and itis on this account that I offer 
these few remarks. 

This proposition has been denominated by the 
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Burr] as 
monstrous, yet, in my opinion he cannot draw the 


| distinction between the transportation of the mail || 


in steamships from New York to Liverpool and 


| the transportation of the mail in steam vessels from | 
| Louisville to New Orleans. I think it will require | 


more than the ingenuity even of the astute gentle- 


out the distinction. 


service is fixed. Weare told that this is an ad- 


control the whole matter. But as long as we have 
not the Seon ae God grant that the day may 
come when we shall have the power—to affect 


western country will go uncared for. My prop- 
osition is to tell the Postmaster General, by the 
appropriation which we shall make in this bill, 
whatis the wish of Congress in relation to the mat- 
ter, and then leave it for him to say whether he 
will carry out the designs of Congress or not. 

I will mention another fact. 


| 
} 
| 
j 
| 
| 
|| made out in that Department. If gentlemen will 
|| examine this account current, they will fiad-—— 
(Here the hammer fell.) 


and you impose upon St. Louis the duty of run- | 


Gentlemen tell us this does | 


There is already a mail route, and if it | 


There | 


ject of the proposition is to furnish these offices | 
with regular mail facilities, and | offer this amend- | 


man from South Carolina [Mr. Burt] to make | 
I have already stated the basis upon which the 


ministrative measure, and that we must let the || 
Postmaster General, according to his judgment, || 


legislation here, the wants of the people in the | 


Itis in relation to | 
|} the manner in which the account current has been || 
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) Mr. JONES moved to amend the amendment by 


'| striking out **100,000” and inserting **425,(0).” 


Mr. J. said: This proposition is to direct th, 
carrying of the mails from St. Louis and fry, 
Louisville to New Orleans, making aboyt is 
thousand miles of post route over which the m " 
is to be carried. It is the object, I believe, of t} 
amendment to get a daily mail service upon thes, 
lines both ways—a daily steamboat service both 
ways. Under existing laws the Postmaster Gas. 
eral is authorized to contract for the carrying of 
the mails upon thisline. For daily, first class stenm. 
boat service he can give two hundred and twely, 
| dollars per mile. I think, then, sir, that he oush; 

to be authorized to expend more than $100,006 |, 
_ contracting for the mail service from St. Louis an¢ 

Louisville to New Orleans if this daily service j, 
to be impliedly ordered, for if the Postmaster Gey. 
eral contracts, as he is authorized to contract, f», 
the mail service at $212 per mile, it will make 
about the sum of $425,000. Now, I think if thi, 
authority is to be given to the Postmaster Genera) 
that we might so appropriate the amount whic) | 
have named in my amendment. If this is to },, 
done, let us do it in the face of day, and show jp 
the world that we understand something aboy 
what we are doing. Every foot of this line is now 
a post route, upon which the Postmaster Gener) 
has the right to establish monthly or semi-monthly, 
weekly or semi-weekly, or daily or semi-daily mq; 
lines as he may think proper. Now, if we are: 
establish a policy of preseribing the amount of 
service whieh is to be contracted for on any route, 
| we may go on prescribing until we have reached 
| every horse route in the whole country. 

Mr. HOUSTON, (interrupting.) I call the 
gentieman to order. He is making two speeches, 
_ one for and the other against his amendment. 

Mr. JONES. I have a right to explain my 
own amendment. I say that if we commence pre- 
scribing the kind of service on any mail rou 
ere will be no end to this prescription. Tie 

ostmaster General now has ample authority » 
give all mail facilities which are needed in every 
part of the country, and I do not think we have 
ny right to meddle with the matter. 

Mr. PENN stated, in reply to Mr. Jones, that 
instead of the service for a daily mail from Louis. 
ville to New Orleans costing $400,000, it could be 
done for $86,800, including fourteen mail messen- 
gers, which can be shown by the following state. 
ment: The best boats can be employed to take 
* the mails from Louisville to New Orleans, aud 
from New Orleans to Louisville, stopping at ai 
intermediate points, for $100 per trip, which wouid 
produce the following result: Fifty-two trips the 
year at $100 amounts to $72,806, and fourteen 
mail messengers, being seven each way going up 
and down the river, at $1,000 each, making §14- 
000, and the total sum of $86,800 for the who 
service of a daily mail upon the plan now pr- 
posed 

Mr. JONES, by unanimous consent, withdrew 
_ his amendment. 


The question was taken upon the amendment 
_of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Mar 
cana as amended by the gentleman from Mis- 
' souri, [Mr. Bow ry,] and it was not agreed to. 
_ Mr. PUTNAM offered the following amené- 
ment, and remarked, that although it might mee! 
with the same summary disposition as several 
before it had done, he would say that it con- 
tained a sentiment which hétrusted would ere long 
be presented in a distinct proposition, and whic! 
would have the effect of doing away with the evils 


of the monopoly which prevails in the present sys 
tem of mail service: 


Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That from and afte! 
the first day of July, 1852, all the contracts made and &?- 
, tered into for the transportation of the mail by ocean steain- 

ships, under the act of Congress passed March 3d, 1&4’, 

and under the provisions of any subsequent similar acts of 

Congress, shall cease their operation, and be null and void, 
| and thereupon the Secretary of the Navy is hereby author 
ized to settle with the contractors, and agree upon and !- 
quidate the amount of damages, or compensation to be pad 
for the rescinding the said contracts: Provided, howeve’; 
Such settlement shall be approved by the President o! 

United States; and when approved, the amounts shall be 
| paid ont of any money in the T'reasury not otherwise app! 

priated. 

‘* Sec. —. And be it further enacted, Thatif asetiiement 
cannot be effected as provided in the last preceding sectio", 
then the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to take 

| into his on the said for the exclusive ust 
and service of the United States; proceeding according '° 
|| the mode specified in the several contracts for ascertaining 


ai! 
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the proper compensation te be paid therefor in such case | 


ovide i. 
ane —. ind be it further enacted, That from and af- 


ter the said first day of July, 1852, the transportation of the 


mail in steamships shall be continued to and from the sev- 
cal ports and places specified in said contracts ; for which 
7 . vase the Postmaster General shall advertise for receiv- 
ing propositions for said service; and he shall accept the 
jowest terms offered, provided he shall be of the opinion 
they are reasonable, and shall be approved by the President 
of we United States. And if not accepted and approved as 
aioresaid, the Postmaster General, under the approval of 
the President, may contract with any other person for stich 
steam service. No contract shall be made to continue a 
shorter time than three years, nor for a longer period than 
six years. The advertising shall be in such places and in 
wach newspapers as will be best calculated to give general 
notice, and shall state the class of steamers required tor such 
eervice. All laws touching the Post Office Department and 
the transportation of the mail not inapplicable to ocean 
steam service shall apply to such contracts.” 

Mr. BAYLY made a point of order against the 
amendment. , 

The CHAIRMAN ruled the amendment out of 
order. 7 = e: . 

Mr. VINTON moved that the committee rise 
and report the bill. | 

Mr. BROWN, of Indiana, said he had an 
amendment to offer from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. B. offered an amendment to pay ‘‘ $360 for 
extra labor performed’’ by a messenger in the Post 
Office Department. 

Mr. BAYLY rose to a point of order. He said 
the amendment Was a private claim, and therefore 
could not be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN decided the amendment to 
be out of order. 

Mr. MEADE offered an amendment providing 
that there shall be no diminution of the salaries of 
clerks of postmasters In consequence of the pas- 
sage of the bill for the reduction @f the rates of | 
postage. 

Mr. BAYLY rose to a point of order. 

Mr. MEADE appealed to his colleague to with- | 
draw his point of order. 

Mr. BAYLY refused. 

Mr. MEADE said the amendment was certainly 
germane to the bill. ‘There was a bill passed here 
not long since in which a provision was made | 
providing that the salaries of postmasters should 
not be reduced. We failed to make the same 
provision in relation to postmasters’ clerks. He | 
said he had lately received a letter from clerks in | 
his own town, (Petersburg, ) complaining that there | 
the provision was not made. He understood that 
memorials had been received from various quarters 
in relation to the same subject. 

Mr. BAYLY (interrupting) rose to a point of 
order. He said the statement of his colleague 
showed that his amendment was out of order. | 

Mr. VINTON made a remark which was not | 


1851. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides it out | 
of order for two reasons. The first is, that we 
have passed that part in the bill to which it would | 
apply. The other part is, that it proposes to | 
change an existing law, which,in a general ap- | 
propriation bill, we have no right to do. 

Mr. MEADE said it did not change the exist- | 
ing law. 

{Loud cries of ‘*Order!’? ‘‘order!’’ from all 
parts of the Hall.] 

Mr. VINTON moved that the committee rise | 
and report the bill. 

The question was put, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The committee rose, and the Speaker having re- | 


| 
heard by the Reporter. | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 











| 
| 
| 
| 


the House would adjourn. 
tion. 

The question was taken, and decided in the af- 
firmative—ayes 62, noes 53—and 

The House adjourned. 


He made that mo- 





PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, aud referred to appropriate committees : 
By Mr. SWEETSER: The petition of Seth P. Smith 
and 160 others, voters of St. Albans, Licking county, Onio, 
praying ior the repeal of the fugitive slave law. 


By Mr. MANN, of Massachusetts: The petition of 


| Chases Ellis and o6 others, (33 of whom are legal voters, ) 
| all of Roxbury, in the State of Massachusetts, praying tor 


the tinmediate repeal of the fugitive slave law. 
By Mr. DUTY : A petition of H. D. Paten, R. V. Bogert, 
Elbridge Van Eps, aud other citizens of Wisconsin, tor a 


| mail route trou Beaver Dam to Dekora. 





sumed the chair, the chairman reported that the 
committee had had under consideratian the Union 
generally, and particularly a bill making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, and had instructed him to report the same 
with amendments. 

Mr. BAYLY demanded the previous question; 
which received a second, and the main question 
was ordered. 

The question now being on agreeing to the 
amendments of the Committee of the Whole on | 
the state of the Union, it was put, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

Mr. MEADE moved that the House do now | 
adjourn; but at the request of several members 
withdrew the motion, 

Mr. JONES said that the previous question 
had been ordered, and as the House was very | 
thin, and a good many gentleman wanted the yeas 
and nays upon the passage of the bill, he hoped | 








By Mr. RUMSEY: The petition of Otis Thatcher, as- 
sistant inurshal, and 16 other citizens of Steuben county, 
New York, tor additional compensation to marshals 101 
taking the census. 

Also, the petition of E. D. Strickland, assistant marshal, 
and 14 others, citizens of Allegany county, New York, tor 


|} the same purpose, 


By Mr. GOT: Several memorials of citizens of New 
York, tor additional compeusation to deputy marshals tor 
taking the ceusts. 


By Mr. BENNETT: A petition of S. Bandy, jr., and 88 , 
| Others, of Chenango couuty, New York, for additonal com- 
| peusation to assistant marsuals. 


Also, a petition trom J. L. Sawyer, Broome county, New 
York, ior the same purpose. 

By Mr. ROSE: ‘ne petition of John N. Hurburt, and 
Other citizens of Livingston county, New York, praying 
additional compensation to assistant marshals. 

By Mr. NEWELL: ‘I'he memorial oi the Ludustrial Le 
gislature of New Jersey, iu tavor of freedom of tie public 
lands. 

By Mr. BELL: The petition of W. Long and 40 others, 
citizeus Of Ohio, praying Congress to abolish the oftice ot 
chapiain in Congress aud the Afmy and Navy of the Uni 
ted States. 

By Mr. GILMORE: The petition of James McGowen 
and 12v others, citizens of Butler county, Peunsyivania, tor 
a repeal oi the fugitive slave jaw. 

Aliso, the petition of J. N. Hetherington, and 100 others, 
ciuzens of Clarion county, Pennsylvania, praying for a 
modification of the tarifl law of 1846. 

By Mr. PUTNAM: ‘The petition of David Mallory and 
26 other citizens of Bethany, New York, praying jor an in- 
creased rate Of Compensauon to the Ceusus marshals. 

By Mr. HARRIS, ot Lennessee: The petition ot W. D. 
Turner, asking tor an appropriation in money iu lieu of the 
bounty land tiat he may be entitied to under the act of 28th 
September, 1850. 

By Mr. MeLANAHAN: The memorial of 240 citizens of 
the borough of Carlisle, praying for an amendment of the 
bounty laud law, so as to grant to each Of the persons in- 
tended to be benefited by said act, and to seamen and ma- 
rines, one hundred and sixty acres of land. 

By Mr. BLNGHAM: ‘lhe petition of J. R. Smith and 


| Others jor the reliet of C. 8. "Thompson, a mail contractor in 


Michigan. 
By Mr. RUMSEY: The petition of James Gansevoort, 


| assistant marshal, and 43 others, citizens of Steuben couuty, 


New York, tor additional compensation to warsiials tor 
taking the census. 

By Mr. MOORE: The resolutions of the Legislature 
of Pennsylvania, relative to the establishinent of maul steam- 
ers between San Francisco and China, and Philadelphia, 
Noriolk, and Europe. 

Also, resolutions of the same Legislature relative to the 
distribution of the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

By Mr. REED: The resolution of the Pennsylvania Agri- 
cultural Convention, held at Harrisburg, * ‘lat it is the 
opinion of this convention Uat it is important to a large 
agricultural interest of this Commonwealth, to exhibit at 
the World’s Fair, in London, specimens of the wool grown 
in this country; and thatit be recommended to our Senators 
and Representatives in Cougress to obtain an appropriation 


| of a competent suin from tie fund of the Patent Office ot 


the United States, to defray the expense of an agent, who 
shall take with him prepared and select specimens ot such 
wool, to be exhibited at the said fair, for the premium to be 
awarded to productions of the highest excellence.”’ 

By Mr. JACKSON, of New York: The petition of Giles 
Gregory, a deputy marshal of Tompkins county, New York, 
and 37 citizens of said county, praying census compensa- 
tion to said Gregory. 

By Mr. GILBERT: The petition of 500 citizens of Yuba 
county, in Caliiornia, praying the creation of a Board of 
Commissioners to adjudicate private land claims in that 
State, And that laws may be passed tor surveying the pub- 
lic lands, and granting preemption rights therein. 

By Mr. RISLEY: he petition ot 8. N. Clark, and 40 
others, citizens of Cattaraugus county, New York, praying 
Congress to increase the cuimpensation to deputy marsials 
for taking the census. 
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P. Mills and 29 others; of A _L. Seaton and 40 others, citi- 
zens af Oneida county, New York. 

Also, of Seth Miller and 16 citizens of Lewis county, New 
York, for additional compensation to assistant marshais for 
taking the census. 

By Mr. COLE: The memorial of the Legisiature of Wis- 
consin, in relation to Fort Crawtord. 

By Mr. JULIAN: The petition of 65 citizens of Parke 
and Putnum counties, in the State of Indiana, praying Con- 
gress to repeal the fugitive slave law passed at the last 
Session. 

Also, the petition of 61 citizens of Park county, Indiana, 
praying Congress to repeal the fugitive slave law passed at 
the late session. 

By Mr. EVANS, of Ohio: The petition of Mary Young 
for compensation for thagservices of her father, Wilham 
Liggett, in the revolutionary war. 

By THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania: ‘The petition of Jas. 
Kerr and 49 others, citizens of Pennsylvania, for a modifi 
cation of the tariff law. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
22, 1851. 


Saturpay, February 22, 
The House met at eleveno’clock. The Journal 


of yesterday having been read— 


Mr. BAYLY, by unanimous consent, from the 
Committee of Ways and Means, reported a bill 
making appropriations for the naval service for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1852; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. BAYLY desired to know if it would be in 
order to-day to move to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER replied that it would be in or- 
der to make such a motion, but not at this time, 
as the main question had been ordered to be put 
upon the engrossment of the Post Office appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to move to proceed to the 
consideration of the bill for the relief of Colonel 
David A. Hopkins. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON moved to suspend the 
rules to enable him to make the motion. 

The SPEAKER stated that he had just decided 
that this motion could not be entertained, as the 
House had ordered the main question upon the 


engrossment of the Post Office appropriation bill, 


Also, the petition of J. G. Hinkley, and others, citizens | 


of Chautauque county, New York, tor the same object. 

Also, the petition oi Join King Skinner, and 40 others, 
citizens of Cattaraugus, New York, tor the same object. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of ‘Thomas Morris for a 
pension in consequence of disability. 

Also, of the citizens of Jasper county, Missouri, praying 
for the survey and improvement of Grand river west of the 
State of Arkansas and Missouri. 

Also, of the county court of Heary county, Missouri, pray- 
ing a grant of land to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
St. Louis to the western limits of the State of Missouri. 


By Mr. MATTESON : The petition of James C. Gibbs and 
24 others; of Johu Parker and 23 others; of James Parker, 


jr. and 27 others; of Fitch Howes and 21 others; of Caleb |. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House then proceeded to consider the 
amendment reported from the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union to the bill ma- 
king appropriations for the service of the Post 
Office Department during the fiscal year ending the 
30th of June, 1852, viz: Strike out of the bill that 
part which provides for the support of the Gen- 
eral Post Office in this city. [The amendment 
(published in the proceedings of yesterday) con- 
templates the support of that office from the Gen- 
eral Treasury, agreeably to previous practice, 
while the clause proposed to be stricken out pro- 
vides for its support from the revenues of the Post 
Office Department.] 

The question now being on concurring in the 
amendment (as above-mentioned) of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 

Mr. FEATHERSTON demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered, and taken, and the re- 
sult was—yeas 87, nays 79—as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Anderson, Ashmun, 
Bell, Bennett, Bingham, Bokee, Briggs, Brooks, Bullard, 
Burrows, Butler, Joseph Cable, Chandler, Cleveland, Cole, 
Conger, Corwin, Dickey, Dimmick, Dixon, Doty, Duncan, 
Durkee, Eliot, Nathan Evans, Freedley, Gentry, Giddings, 
Goodenow, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hampton, 
Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Howe, Hunter, James L. John- 
son, Julian, Kerr, George ©. King, James G. King, John 
A. Kiag, Horace Mann, Matteson, McDowell, McKissock, 
Daniel F. Miller, Moore, Morehead, Morris, Morton, Nel- 
son, Newell, Ogle, Otis, Phelps, Pitman, Potter, Reynolds, 
Richardson, Risley, Rose, Rumsey, Sackett, Sawtelle, 
Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Shepperd, Silvester, 


{ Stanly, Stetson, Strong, Taylor, Tuck, Underhill, Van 


Dyke, Vinton, Walden, Waldo, White, and Whittlesey—-87. 
‘NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bayly, Bowie, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Buel, Burt, George A. Caldwell, Joseph P. 
Caldwell, Cartter, Clingman, W.R. W. Cobb, Daniel, Dan- 
ner. Deberry, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, Fitch, 
Fuller, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Hall, Hamilten, Ham- 
mond, Haralson, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hibbard, Holladay, Holmes, 
Howard, Joseph W. Jackson, William T. Jackson, Andrew 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Leftler, Littlefield, 
Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, MeCiernand, McGaughey, 
McLanahan, Robert M. McLane, McMullen, McQueen, 
MecWillie, Meade, Millson, Morse, Olde, Orr, Outlaw, 
Parker, Peaslee, Peck, Penn, Robbins, Frederick P. Stan- 
ton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Thom- 
as, James Thompson, Toomb:, Wallace, W atkins, Weil- 
born, Wentworth, Wildrick, Williams, and Young-—~79. 
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The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
having been engrossed according to order, was 
read the third time and passed. 

Mr. BAYLY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and to lay that motion 
on the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


On motion by Mr. BAYLY, the House then 
went into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, (Mr. Garen, in the chair.) 

Mr. BAYLY moved that the committee pro- 
ceed to the consideration ofthe bill making ap- 
propriations for certain fortMcations of the United 
States for the year ending the 30th June, 1852. 
He desired to say, as he knew there were a num- 
ber of gentlemen opposed to acting on this bill, 
that if they would take it up, he would like to 


submit a few remarks, and then they could vote | 


against the bill, if they thought preper. 


difficulty in getting it up. 

Mr. JONES called for tellers on the motion. 

Mr. BAYLY said tha: he was not ready to go 
on with any other bill. 

Mr. JONES withdrew the demand for tellers; 
when— 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, renewed it, and 
tellers were ordered; and the question being taken, 
the motion of Mr. Bayity wasagreed to—ayes 94, 
noes 35 

The committee accordingly proceeded to con- 
sider the fortification bill, 

Mr. BAYLY. Mr. Chairman, I have not 
thought it necessary, in presenting any of the for- 
mer bills to the committee, to detain the House by 
making any remarks in connection with them. 
But as [ know there is a good deal of opposition 
in the House to this bill, growing out of, what I 
think, a misapprehension of its character, I feel it 
my duty to submit a few remarks. Our fortifica- 
tions, sir, up to this date have cost the Govern- 
ment $20,525,000. This large expenditure of the 
public money has nearly completed the most im- 
portant of the fortifications, 

Now, sir, with the exception of the fortifica- 
tions in the Gulf of Mexico and at Sollers’ 
Point, lately begun, and a few others, the rest of 
them are nearly completed. That the committee 
may see how much more money it is estimated 
will be required to complete them, I have called 
upon the W ar Department for a statement of the 
amount of money expended upon each fortifica- 
tion, and also the amount that is estimated it will 
take to complete them. And, as it will be useful 
information, J bee leave to call the attention of the 
committee to it, item by item, to enable them, if 
they are determined to reduce the amount of ap- 
propriations to these fortifications, to see where to 
strike. I am of opinion, that if any of those 
works are to be discontinued, it had better be 
those latety begun, and continue the appropria- 
tions for those which are nearly énapitotee 


For defensive works, quarters, and store house near De- 


troit, $15,000. This work was commenced in 1841; there 
has been expended $155,171; and itis estimated that $295,000 
will complete it. 

For repairs of Fert Ontario, New York, $900. This work 
was commenced jn 1841; there has been expended $78,000; 
and it ts estimated that 22,500 will complete it. 

For fortifications at outiet of Lake Champlain, $15,000. 
This work was commenced in 1841; there has been ex- 
pended $170,029 95; and it is estimated that $430,000 will 
complete it. 

For defensive works and barracks at the Narrows of 
Penobseot river, 820,000. This work was commenced in 
1843; there has been expended $110,276; and it is estimated 
that 420,000 will complete it. 

For Fort Warren, Boston harbor This werk was 
commenced in 1833; there has been expended §) 053,346; 
aud it is estimated that 50,000 will complte it. 

For Fort Independence, Besten harbor, 85,000. This 
work was commenced in 1833; there has been expended 
$510,542; and it is estimated that $10,000 will complete it. 

For Fort. Adams, Newport harber, Rhode Island, and 
permanent quarters and barracks thereat, $35,000. This 
work was commenced in 1824; there has been expended 
$1,054,717; and it is estimated that $50,000 will complete it, 

Fer Fort Schuyler, Long Island Sound, $15,000. This 
work was commenced in 1833; there has been expended 
$845,089, and it is estimated that $20,000 will complete it. 





For repairs of Fort Columbus, and sea wall of Castle | 


William, Governor’s Island, New York, $4,500. This 
work was commenced in 1831; there has been expended 
$259,467, and itis estimated that $10,000 will complete it. 

For Fert Wood and sea wall, permanent wharf, hospi- 
tal, and other buildings, Bediow’s bland, New York, 
$20,009. This work was commenced in 141; there has 
been expended $187,998; and it is estimated that $20,000 
will complete it, 

For Fort Hamilton, and permanent wharf thereat, New 
York barbor, @10,000. This work was conmenced in 1824; 


HE CONGRESS! 


It was || 
entitled to be acted upon, and there ought to be no || 














For Fort Richmond, on Seaton Island, New York har- 
| bor, #60,000. This work was commenced in 1841; and 
there has been expended $18,589. 1 
Fort Delaware, on Pea Patch Island, $50,000. This work 
was commenced in 1833; there has been expended $481,163; 

| and it is estimated that $260,000 will complete it 

For Fort on Sollers’ Point Flats, Baltimore harbor, 
$50,000. This work was commenced in 1847; there has 
been expended $65,948; and it is estimated that 9934,000 
will coinplete it. 

For Fort Monroe, Hampton Roads, Virginia, $20,000. 
This work was commenced in 1817; there has been ex- 
pended $2,332,557; and it is estimated that $60,000 will 
complete it. 

For repairs of Fort Macon, North Carolina, $1,800. 
| This work was commenced ia 1826; there has been ex- 
pended $457,695; and it is estimated that $1,800 will com- 
plete it. 

For repairs at Fort Caswell, North Carolina, $2,900. 
This work was commenced in 1826; and there has been | 
expended $557,712, and it is estimated that $3,900 will com- | 
| plete it. p 

For .Fort Sumpter, Charleston harbor, South Carolina, || 
$40,000. This work was commenced in 1829; there has || 
| been expended $614,944; andit is estimated that $150,000 
will complete it. 

For a dyke to Drunken Dick Shoal, Charleston harbor, | 
| South Carolina, $10,000. This work was commenced in | 

1841; there has been expended $175,169 ; and itis estimated 

that $132,000 will complete it. | 
| For Fort Pulaski, ineluding quarters and barracks, Sa- | 

vannah river, Georgia, $15,000. ‘This work was comimeuced 
in 1829; there has been expended $909,109 ; and it is esti- 
mated that $25,000 will complete it. 

For Fort Jackson, Savannah river, Georgia, $20,000. 
This work was commenced in 1841; there has been ex- 
pended $27,322; and it is estimated that $23,500 will com- 

| plete it. 

For Fort at entrance to Cumberland Sound, Georgia, 
$5,700. This work was commenced in 1850; there has 
been expended $3,745, and it is estimated that $280,000 will | 
| complete it. | 

For Fort Barraneas, and barracks thereat, $35,000. This 
work was commenced in 1839; there has been expended 

| $397,869; and it is estimated that $115,000 will complete it. 

For Fort Morgan, and additional barracks and quarters 
thereat, Mobile Point, Alabama, $15,000. This work was 
| commenced in 1819; there has been expended $1,196,829; | 
| and it is estimated that $20,000 will complete it. 

For Fort Jackson, Mississippi river, $20,000. This || 
work Was commenced in 1822; there has been expended | 
$797,259, and it is estimated that $50,000 will complete it. 

For repairs of Fort St. Philip, Mississippi river, and | 
barracks thereat, $35,000. This work was commenced in || 
1841 ; there has been expended $108,131; andit is estimated 
that $60,000 will complete it. 

For Fort Pike, and additional barracks thereat, $4,000. | 
| This work was commenced in 1819; there has been ex- | 
pended $387,834; and it is estimated that $10,000 will com- 
plete it. 

For Fort Wood, and additional barracks thereat, $10,000. 
This work was commenced in 1832; there has been ex- 
pended $422,808; and it is estimated that $10,000 will com- 
plete it. ; 

For fortifications at Key West, Florida, $75,000. This 
work was commenced in 1845; there has been expended | 
| #314,17]; and it is estimated that $1,175,000 will com- | 
plete it. } 

For fortifications at Florida Reef, Garden Key, $50,000. 
There has been expended $136,024; and it is estimated that 
| $1,250,000 will complete it. 

From this statement the committee will see that 
most of these fortifications are nearly completed, 
except the fortifications at Soller’s Point, near Bal- | 
timore harbor, and the fortifications at Key West 
and Garden Key. 

Now, sir, all three of these fortifications, for 
which a large expenditure in future will have to | 
be made to complete them as is estimated, have | 
been authorized since I have been a member of 
| this House. I recollect very well the debates that 
took place in regard to them. I know that mili- 
tary men recommended, in the strongest terms, the 
erection of fortifications at Key West and Gar- 
den Key. They satisfied nearly every member of | 
| this House that the protection of the Gulf of Mex- 
| ico, through which such an enormous proportion of 
the products of the West passed, was absolutely 
necessary. Gentlemen: greatly misconceive the 
object of these fortifications. ‘They seem to think 
that they are designed, from the course they have 
pursued here, solely to repel an assailing enemy, 
/and they argue that an enemy will not attack 


but will avoid them. But, sir, the great object of 
{ 


| 
j 





these fortifications is misconceived. It is not sup- 
osed that they will be attacked in time of war. I | 
velieve that very few of them will be. Weshould | 
| have strong fortresses at such places as, if not for- 
tified, would give the enemy a great advantage. 
For instance—to what terrors would not the city of 


Baltimore have been exposed in the late war with 


Great Britain, had it not been for fortifications. On | 
account of them General Ross was obliged to land | 


his army twelve miles below Baltimore, thus giving 
_ time to the volunteers of that city to meet the Brit- 
'| ish forces outside of it, and repulse them. If it 


had not been for fortlications the enemy’s ships 


ONAL GLOBE. - | 


| there has been expended 94,925; and it is estimated that | would have come near enough to the city to hay 
$35,500 will complete it. | bombarded and destroyed it at once, and e 
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friend from Baltimere (Mr. McLane] says, von 


have laid it under contribution, if not have Jaid | 
in ashes. Well, sir, the small and inefficient fort, 
fication existing at that time is a remarkable 
stance proving the great utility of fortifications 
saving, as they did the city, ~ compelling the 


enemy to land far below, so that the patriotic vol. 
_ungeers could meet the enemy outside of the cit 
| and repulse and defeat them. 


; ; If it had not been 
for this defence, the — of Baltimore would haye 
been inevitably surrendered to the British fleet. 
We have constantly heard it asked in debate 
by the enemies of this bill, on previous occasions, 


| what good was Fort Washington in the late war 


with Great Britain. It did not prevent the enemy 
from burning the Capitol? Fort Washington was 
commenced in 1816, and the disasters of the war sug- 
gested the necessity of it. But in case of another 
war would it be no disadvantage to the enemy to 
be compelled to land far below, and give us time 
to prepare for, and meet them? Would not the 
exposure of the Capitol be much greater if a flee; 
could sail without an obstacle up the river, and 
bombard it from Greenleaf’s Point? 

We hear it also said, that General Scott’s oper. 


| ations at Vera Cruz show the utter inefficiency of 


fortifications. On the contrary they show the 
very reverse. But for that fortification, he would 
have had no opportunity of bringing into play 
that splendid military genius which alone enabled 
him to take that city with so little loss of life. |s 
there any one who will say that the fortification 
at Vera Cruz was not regarded by all military 
men as the most formidable obstacle to our con- 
quering Mexico? 

Mr. GORMAN, (interposing.) I have high 
authority—that of all the ablest men in the service 
—that the experiment of getting into Vera Cruz 
pee considered an exceedingly doubtful one in- 

eed. 

Mr. BAYLY. I do not hesitate to say, that if 
it had not been for the fortification at Vera Cruz, 
the war in Mexico would not have lasted three 
weeks. The seen on Scott’s line were not 
sooner projected and untertaken in consequence of 
the insurmountable obstacle, as it was supposed 
by many, in the Castle at Vera Cruz. I wantno 


/more than any of those who are opposed to this 


bill, to erect these fortifications at any other points 


| than such as will defend our large and leading 


commercial cities, and would give shelter to our 
shipping. This brings me to the second great ad- 
vantage which the country derives from fortifica- 
tions—the affording of shelter for our shipping. 
Suppose any sudden war was to break ovt be- 
tween this country and Great Britain: the first no- 
tice we should receive of it would be the presence 
of their steamships in our waters; and in that case, 
if we hid no fortifications, what would become of 
our shipping on the sea-board? What would be- 
come of the shipping on the Chesapeake bay? 
These steamships, if our shipping had no port of 
refuge, would pick up our vessels as fast as the 
sportsman in his skiff would the ducks which he 
had shot. But, sir, with the opportunity for our 
vessels to run under Old Point, they would be safe 
from the navy of the world. 

I have heard it said, over and over again, in these 
debates heretofore, that the introduction of steam 
has dispensed with the necessity of these fortifica- 
tions. I know itto be the opinion of the most sel- 
entific military men in the country, and it is deci- 
| dedly my own opinion, that, so far from its having 
obviated the necessity for fortifications, it has ren- 
dered them still more necessary for the protection 
of ourcommerce, as I will proceed to show. When 
vessels were propelled by sails altogether, if an 
enemy sent very large ships of war with their 
tenders into our waters, our sailors had some 
| chance of escape. If our vessels were the swiltest 
runners, they could escape. But with a steam 
navy, not a solitary vessel could escape if they 
had no refuge of safety, and they would all be 
picked up by theenemy. Fortifications not only give 
protection to ourcommercial marine, but they givé 
great advantage to our navy in time of war. ‘li 
ume of war would it net be a great advantage 
our navy to be enabled, whenever a good oppor 
tunity occurred, to strike a favorable blow at the 
enemy, and to have a harbor amply fortified where 
| Gises could ride in safety whenever taken at & 











disadvantage? It would make the destruction of 
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